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PETITION OF THE IRON MANUFACTURERS 
OF PHILADELPHIA. 





To the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States, in Congress assembled. 

The Memorial of the Subseribers, Citizens of the City and County of 
Philadeiphia, Mechanics, employed wm various branches of the Mana- | 
facture of Iron, namely, as Steam Engine Makers, Anchor and 
Chain Smiths, Shipsmiths, Machinists, Pounders, Llardware Maun- 
fuctarers, 'dge Tool Makers, Locksmiths, Coach and Wagon Simiths, 
Farriers, Whitesiniths, and Blacksmiths, respectfully represents: 
That, at the last session of the present Congress, a number of your 

memorialists presented a petition to both Houses, which, in the Senate, 

was referred to the Committee of Manufactures, and, in the House of 

Representatives, to the Committee of the Whole House; that, in the 

Senate, the Committee of Manufactures made a report thereon, printed 

by order of that body, which contains statements supposed to have been 

made by your memorialists in the petition in question, and conclusions 
de!uced therefrom, pot conceived to be correct by your memorialists; | 
they therefore feel satisfied, that the facts referred to by the committee 
of the Senate have not been fully comprehended, and that the Commit- 
tee has thus been led into material errors, which, when clearly and dis- 
tinctly pointed out, your memorialists believe will become evident to 
both Houses; your memorialists accordingly respectfully ask permission | 
euce more to exhibit to Congress, in greater detail, and with all the 
perspicuity they can give them, the practical facts on which they found | 
their claun for legislative relief, accompanied by such remarks on the | 

Report of the Committee of Manufactures, in the Senate, as are abso- | 

lutely necessary to prevent the former statements of your memorialists | 

trom being misunderstood. 

First. The Report of the Committee of Manufactures, im the Senate, 
after quoting some of the statements of your memorialists, remarks: 
“That as this petition is printed for the use of the Senate, and placed | 
among our documents for future reference, if necessary, it is proper 
that explanations eliould be given, to prevent erroneous impressions, 
which it is calculated to make.” Your memorialists believe the erro- 
neous impressions here alluded to, to be the prices given by them, in 
their petition, of the cost of iron; but the committee, and not your me- 
morialists, on this pomt. have fallen into error, by assuming, as the 
counmittee have done, the returns made to the Treasury Department as 
the basis of their calculations, when, as is well known, no distinction 
whatever is made in the Treasury retarns, between the prices of refined 
and coramon iron; whereas. in their petition, your memorialists exprese- 
‘ty declared, that on refined iron, manufactared by rolling, which then 
actually cost £10 sterling per ton, or,at the par value of exchange, 
$44 44, and has since fallen to £9 sterling per ton, the duty was 8) 
per cent.; and that,on common iron, which then cost £6 sterling, or 
$25 6 ner ton, the duty was 140 per cent.; and so far from thereby 
conveying “erroneous impressions,’ your meniorialists have since a» 
certained, that-common [I nglish iron, at cargo price, was then selling 
at £5 Ss. sterling, or 823 33 per ton, thus ing the daty actually 
150 per cent. or 19 per cent, more than your memorialists alleged in 
their petition. Smaller sizes of iron, such as half inch, either square 
or round, and under, are subject to a duty of 878 49 per ton, tiie price 
of half inch being £6 5«. sterling, or $27 77, on that size, equivalent 
to 2e23 per cent., which nevertheless continues to be imported. On the 
sinaller sizes of iron, in consequence of a difference in cost, although 
subject to the same specific duty, the duty actually paid is somewhat 
less per cent. than that on half inch iron. 

As the Committee of the Senate, in their Report, have pronounced 
common b.nglish iron to be * bed,” your memorialists will be excused 
for here imserting a set of experiments on the strength of the various 
inalleable metals, given in the works of different French and English 
scientific writers on Mechanics, incontestably establishing the relative 
cohesive properties of these metals, and fully verified by the practical 
expenence of several of vour memorialists. ‘These experimests are 
on the suspension of metalic bars, one quarter of an inch square and 
six inches iong, and show their respective cohesive strength, expressed 
in the number of pounds which each bar of metal would hold, namely: 
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Cast Steel, . - - - - S391 pounds. 
Swedish Lron, (proper to make Steel of,) - 44 “ 
Other descriptions of Lron, - - - 3492 “ 
Wronght Copper, . - . » 3p 
Cast Copper, - - - - - 1192 
Yellow Brass, - . e . - 11223 “ 
Cast Tin, - : - - - - 26“ 
Cast Lead, - . - - - - 14 * 


By the forezomg table it will be seen, that lead, the toughest of all 
the metals, possesses least strength of cohesion; whilst, on the other 
hand, cast steel, the most brittle of the malleable metals, possesses, in 
the highest degree, strength of cohesion. Accordingly, in the applica- 
tron of the malleable metals to the various purposes of business, their 
cohesive strength, as well as their toughness, have their respective 
values; and in the same metal, that for example which your memorial- 
ists exclusively work up, namely, iron, these opposite properties are 
found advantageous, and are respectively turned to the best practical 
account. Hence, from its superior tonghness, Spanish iron, by ail 
ae judges, would be preferred rivets, Seneen and other 
articles in which toughness is principally required; and next, in point 
of excellence, for the same uses, the best American iron would be se- 
lected. For implements of husbandry, crowbars, cut nails, and other 
articles requiring stiffness and resistance against friction, Swedish iron 
is the best adapted for these pur . For sheet and rod iron, on ac- 
count of its superior ductility, h ssian iron is generally preferred. 
English iron is preferred for various purposes, on account of the decid- 
ed superiority it possesses, in various qualities; in chains and anchors, 
from its superior strength of cohesion, its great excellence in welding or 
uniting, and surpassing every other known iron, both in this latter quali- 
ty, and in its power of resisting rust or corrosion, when ex to the | 
action of dam , or fresh or salt water, for more than a double period 
of time; in rails for rail-ways, spikes, and bolts, on account of the supe- 
rior manner in which it is prepared in all the various forms required, as 
well as from its acknowledged superiority in durability; and for wheel 
tires, for the same properties, as well as from the greater evenness with 
which it is always drawn. From the various qualities above enume- 
rated, American, Swedish, and Rusrian iron. a! »annfactured by ham- 





mer ng, cad Engtish and syme Amencan’jron, manufhetared by tolling, 





Secondly. Your memorialista did not mean to state, in their former 


| petition, taut the quality of the iron mede in Great Britain, which seils 


ut from $60 to $62 20 per ton, is dependent on the hammering process, 
as inierred by the Comittee of the Senate. The —_ of this, as 
well as of every other description of iron, arises from the purity or fine- 
ness it receives from the furnace, or forge, im the application of heat, 
and not from the process by which it is drawn. - ‘The hammer is used 
in | ngland in preparing large and regular pieces of iron, in which the 


rice. 

‘Thirdly. The Report of the Committee of the Senate alleges, that 
your petitioners complained of the hardship of purchasing small sizes 
of iron at the high price, arising from the duty of 34 cents per pound 
on it; which the Committee remark, “ If incurred t+ any considerable 
extent, unust be altogethor voluntary, as the iron may be imported in 
bars of a large size, and converted into those of a lesser size in this 
country, at a very small expense ;” and refer to the rolling mills * which 
have been in operation for several years, in the county of Morris, in the 
State of New Jersey.” and elsewhere; where, the Conunittee aseert, 
‘common bar iron may be-copverted into bars and bolts of the sinaller 
at a small expense.” Now, your memorialists must be permitted to 
say, in replying to this statement of the Commutiee of the Senate, that 
the hardship they complaimmed of, arising from the duty in question, is 


| not on their part ‘* voluntarily” incurred, and for the reasons which they 


proceed to give. first—lion of the smail sizes, paying 34 cents per 


pound duty, is still imported, and purchased by many of your memo- 


rialists, altuough these small sizes, manufactured in this conntry, re- 
ceive a bounty, or “ protection,” equivalent to the duty. This, your 
memorialists clearly conceive, proves that the staiement of the Com- 


miitee of the Senate is not borne out, and ts certainly at variance with | 
all their experience upou a pout in which they cannot be mistaken ; 
i for, not withstanding ‘* tae 


many wulis erected for rolling iron of these 
sunail sizes,”’ spoken of by the Committee as bemg done “ at a sinall ex- 
pense,” your memovialists stil find their advantage in purchasing the 
unported arucle oi the same description, subject to the heavy duty in 
question, as well as the other chatges of importation. Secondly— 
Your memorialists will add, that some of them have actually paid the 
American maunfacturers 325 per ton for rolligg iron, of one inch and 
under, into five-eights ot an inch; anc from the sagge sizes into half an inch. 
$30 per ton; whilst the former sizes, o: five-eights of an inch, only cost 
the manufacturer of hardware im Great Brita $23 33 per ton; and 
the latter sizes, of half an inch, only $27 77. lence it is, that, from our 
own present absurd duties, Uiat on all sizes of riled iron above half an 
inch, the British manufacturer ts enabled te mmport into the United 
Siates, in the form of hardware, a tou of won, 2° the rate of BYe 83, 
including duty ; and that, on all sizes of volled iron of half an inch, he is 
also enabled to import into the United tates, ip the same form, a ten 
of iron, at the rate of $35 39, melsaimg duty; the discriminating 
duties, in favor of the british manufacturer, bang, en all sizes of iron 
over half an inch, $31 50, aud on half inci, $7 774; the duties on 

are, manufactured of the smaller sizes of iron, being only one 
eleventh of whai they are ou iron, as a raw material; and ou hardware 
made of larger sizes, about one sixth: thus excluding such of your 
memorialists as are engaged in the manuiacture of hardware, from any 
thing like a fair competition with: the sume articles bic ught by the Bri- 
tish importer into our own market. Some of your memorialists, he- 
sides, have been imformed by owners of the la:rest and best rolling 
mills “ in this country,” that, at the presen? prices, they ure by no means 
desirous to convert common bar iron int bars and bolts of the emallest 
sizes, notwithstanding the declaration of the C. mmittee of the Senate, 
that your memorialisis’ preference of the unporied iron of this descrip- 
tion *‘ must be altogether voluntary.” 

Fourthly. The Committee of Manufactures, in their Report to the 
Senate, refer to a purt of the former petition of your memorialists, 
which stated, that wheel-tire with holes punched in it, sheet iron cut 
and punched for stove-pipes, boiler plates of a size and punch for steam 
engine boilers, and hoop iron punched, were imported at the ad valorem 
duty thereon of 25 per cent., as “ all cases of evasious of specific duties, 
and frands upon the revenue ;” and style this part of your memorialists’ 
petition ‘an exhibition of the mysteries of trade, which must be new 
to the Senate ;” “as an ingenious plan to evade the duties on bar iron, 
and, when carried into execution, a gross and palpable fraud upon the 
revenue ;” and the Committee further alleged, that the importation of 
partially manufactured wheel-tire, with holes panched im it, is “a de- 
Vice of the importers to evade the daties upon bar iron,” which, they 
add, “cannot impose upon the custom-house officers, and, if it should, 
will no doubt be corrected as soon as made known to the Treasury De- 
partment.” In reply to these allegations of the Committee of the 
Senate, your memoriaiists do not feel themselves at liberty to indulge 
in the expression of feclings, which an acute sense of justice might 
warrant; and the unfeigned respect they entertain for both Houses of 
Congress will prevent any animadversions, notwithstanding the imputa- 
tions which the Committee have thought proper ‘to east upon such of 
your memorialists as have been accustomed to urport iron manufactar- 
ed in whole or in part, incouf>rmity, as they believe, with a just and 
strict interpretation of the revenue laws. Without any infraction, how- 
ever, of their respect for both Houses of Congress, they may be per- 
mitted, in answer to these allegations of the Committee of Manufae- 
tures in the Senate, to observe, that the sections of the various acts now 
in force, imposing the duties in question, poimt out these distinctions, 
and not your nemorialists, and they believe have always been so under- 
stood an‘l applied, as only to subject iron mannfactured in whole and in 
part, not otherwise specified, to the duty of 25 per cent. ad valorem 
thereon. It will be seen, that the act of May 19, 1828, limits the ad- 
ditional 10 per cent. ad valorem dnty to the articles made of iron there- 
in enumerated, and that all ether manufactures of iron, not otherwise 
specified, remain subject to the duty of 25 per cent. ad valorem, im- 


posed by the act of May 22, 1°24. Your memorislists moreover assert, 


without fear of contradiction, thet the interpretation uniformily given to 
these sections of the acts in question, at the custom-house, and it is be 

lieved, with the entire sanction of the Treasury Department, has been 
always to allow the importation of iron, manufactured in whole and in 
part, when not among the articles specitied in the act of May 19, 1228, 
subject only to the ad valorem duty of 25 per cent. imposed by the act 
of May 22, 1824. That this construction of these acts imposing the ducy 
in question, is entirely correct, must be obvious to both Houses of Con- 
gress, if they will refer to an act passed during the last session, regrilat- 
ing the importation of rail road iren, which expressly confines the ap- 


of the common eizes, are all sold, in this market, at nearly the same | plication of its provisions to iron imported for rail roada, thus ciearly 
price, to wit, at about $5 per ewt.; Spanish iron being mot much 4 Showing that Congress deemed i necessary te enact a law for the ex- 


used or known here. 


ANVARY 26, 21882. 
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press purpore of preventing iron, so imported, from being applied to 
/any other purpose except that of rails, which might have been done 


‘previous to the enactment ef the said Jaw. 


it is, besides, well known 


‘tuo all of our fellow citizens engaged im, or practicaily acquain‘ed with, 


| the iroumongery trade, that, under the pfovisions of the act of May 
| 1424, imposing the ad valorem duty of 2% 





in 
~“y 


: cent. on manufactures 
of trun not otherwize speciied, and not subsequently enumerated and 


| repealed by any of the provisiens of the act of May 12, ifs, it has 
| rolling process cannot be resorted tu; and hence, this difference of | 


been the constant and unimterrupted practice, at this and other ports in 
the United States, to import tron, manufactured in whole and im part, 
under this ad valorem duty of 25 per cent. 

Fifthiy. The tirst seetion of the act of May 19, 1°28, provides that 
bar er bolt iron, when manufactured by rolling, and above half an inch 
diameter, shall, on its importation, be subject to a duty of 337 per ton ; 
and iron of the saine description, but of smaller sizes, subject to a duty of 
$75 4) per ton. What ted the framers of the law, im this section of 
the act, to give such a decided monopoly to the manufaeturers of hard- 
ware and ironmongery at Sheffield and Birmingham, is what your 
petitioners are not able to state; but they know and feel, that such is the 
etlect of the provision in, question. This view. moreover, can be clear- 
ly made manifest, from the following statements of a few of the many 


, articles which cau be imported at and under the present cost of bar iron. 





By the letter from the Secretary of the ‘Treasury of the 5th of February, 
i530, transmiting statements of the commerce and navigation of the 
United States, &c. &c. printed by order of the House of Kepresenta- 
tives, will be found, at page 5> of that document, that, im the fiscal 
year 1=28-0, there was imported into the United States 65,995 pounds 
of banuwers and sledges for blacksmiths, vaiued at $3049, equivalent to 
$4 669 per ewt., which is 323} cents below the cost of bar iron in this 
market, exclusive of duty; and of which, only 2097 pounds were re- 
exported; so that 63,799 lbs. of hammers and sledges have been inn- 

ted, during the year mentioned, for the use of the American mann- 
tacturers of these very articles. Wheel-tire, whieh your memorialists, 
in their former petition, asserted could be imported, and since that time 
has actually been imported in a finished state, for about $44 17; whilst 
bar iron, suitable for this purpose, is now selling at about $90 per ton ; 
more than double the price of what it costs when imported in a mann- 


faetured state from a foreign comntry. Eryimg and emPene pans. both 
in part and in whole manufactared, are now, and ever have been, im- 


ported, duties and ali other charges ineluded, at a less price than the 
cost of the sheet iron. ‘Tea trays, of large sizes, made of double rolled 
«leet iron, with only one coat of paint or japan, can be imported, duties 
and other charges included, at $83 72 per ton; whilst the iron required 
for the saine purposes is selhng at double the price, namely, at from 
S160 to $170 per ton, Tea trays of the above descriptions, therefore, 
can,and no doubt will, be imported into the United States, to be con- 
verted into stove doors, blowers, coal scytiies, &c. as well as an almost 
infinite number of other articles ef foreign manufacture, as a raw ma- 
terial, to be applied not only te the same, but various ether BES, 
unlexs the present exorbitant duties on bar, sheet, hoop and rod iron, be 
reduced to a uniform rate with the duty now imposed on the imperta- 
tion of hardware. ~Again—wire, No. 18, is imported, which costs four 


pence sterling per lb. or £37 6. Sd. sterling per ton, at par, equiva- 
lentto - - - - - - - - - - $105 OD 
The duty thereon, at 10 cents per pound,is- -— - 224 00 


Making the cost of a ton of wire, No. 18, duty imeluded, $389 00 
Knitting needles, of the same material, are imported, which cost five 


pence sterling per pound, or, per ton, equivalentto - - $194 00 
The duty thereon, 25 per cent., ad vaiorem, is - - 52 





Making the cost of a ton of knitting needles, duty included, $246 37 


By the above statement, it is then manifest, that a protection is given 
to the manufacturers of knitting needles 2: Birmingham and Shethield, 
by the duty in question, amounting to $142 63 per ton; and granted, 
too, by the provisions of an act of Congress of the United States, in con- 
formity, as is alleged, with the known wishes, and earnest solicitations, 
of masters and owners of American forges and furnaces, and, what is 
well worthy of note, believed by them calculated to protect American 
industry! And these observations are equally caaienle to wire fenders, 
sieves, and every other description of manufactures fromm iron. Again, 
hammered nails, that now pay the exorbitant duty of five cents per 
pound, are, nevertheless, almost exclusively imported, because the pre- 
sent duty on nail reds is so enormots as to preclude all possibility of 
competition between the domestic and foreign manufacturer. This 
last remark, the following statement will establish :-—The cost of 120 Ibs. 
of nail reds, at Brimingham or Sheffield, is less than six shillings and 
and three pence sterling. or, at par, $1 574; 120 lbs, being required to 
prodace 100 Ibs. of nails, that is to say, the cost of the raw material of 
100 Ibs. of nails, viz: 1% Le._of nail rods, m Eng- 

land is - 





- : ° : - » $1 374 
The cost of three bushels of slack, (coal,) at threé pence per 
bushel, is - - - ° - - - ©6168 
The present duty is five cents per pound,or_ = - - - £0 
Making the cost of the raw material of 100 Ibs. of nails, duty 
included, to the English manufacturer, - - - $6 54 
On the other hand, the cost of the raw material of 100 Ibs. of 
nails, viz: 120 Ibs. of nail rods, in the United States, is - $66 
The cost of three bushels of coal, at 28 cents per bushel, is - 0 84 


Add to this the lass arising from the difference of facility in 
working, from its inferior ductility, equivalent to one-tenth 
of the lahor, say nie, - - - - - 030 
Making the cost of raw material and difference of labor,of 100 ——— 
Ibs. of naila, to the American manufacturer, - - $7 74 
A difference, in point of cost, between Fnglish and American raw 
materials, for the manufacture of 100 Ibs. of nails, equivalent to one 
dollar and twenty cents. This loss to the American nailer is caused by 
the American iron maker not practically understanding the business ; 
the cost of the iren, as com with the amount of labor, profit, coal, 
&c. is as seven to thirty-five, or about one-fifth. At this rate the duty 
on nails ought to be, one-fifth on the iron, and fonr-fifths, on the nails, 
to place the nailer on the same footing with the iron master; but as we 
have averaged the cost of the iron at cne-ihird, and the labor and coals 
at two thirds, your memorialista will pursue the same calculation. 
Now, three and a half cents per pound being the duty rods are subjected 
to, the duty on nails, at the same ratic, should be twelve cents and six 
mills per pound; which at once appears so extravagant, that no intelh- 
cent man, in orout of Congress, contd be founc is advoeate. But re- 
duce the duty on rods, the raw material, to a fair proportion with the 
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Tuurspay, Jaxuary 13, 183). 


SENATE.—A Message was-received from the President, accompa- | 
nied by a Report from the Secretary of State, contaimimg a list of all. 
the Patents granted by the United States, for the encouragement of arts 
and sciences, alphabetically arranged; containing, in consecutive order, 
all patents for inventions, and improvements relating to the same sub- | 
ject, designating the names of patentees, with the dates of their patents, 
together with the acts of Congress relating to patents, and a digest of 
all decisions, under the said laws, made in the Courts of the United 
States. 

Mr. Benton submitted the following resolution : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to report to 
the Senate, at the commencement of the next session of Congress, the 
annual amount, in quantity and value, of importations and exportations 
of the following articles of drugs, medicines, and dye-stufls—with the 
amount of gross revenues accruing from the importation of each article 
—and of nett revenue received into the Treasury—and with his opinion 
of the time at which the duties upon the said articles may be abolished, 
—to wil: 

Aloes, Alum, Arnatto, Antimony, Aquafortis, Arrowroot, Assafvwtida, 
Balsam Capivi, Peruvian and other Bark, Borax, Brimstone, Sulphur, 
Camphor, Cantharides, Cochineal, Cream of Tartar, Essence of Le- 
mon, Lavendar, and Burgamot; Chamomile, Gums, [pecacuanha, Jalap, 
Liquorice, Vitriol, Madder, Manna, Magnesia, Opium, Quicksilver, 
RKhabard, Sarsaparilla, Snakeroot, Sugar of Lead, Sulphate of Quinine, 
Tartaric Acid, Verdigris—together with any other articles of drugs, me- 
dicines, and dye-stutis, subject to duty, that may be imported into the 
United States. 

And that the said Secretary be requested to state whether any of the 
said articles are of the growth or produce of the United States; and, if 
so, to what degree, compared with the wants and consumption of the 
Union. 

Jadge Peck.—On motion of Mr. Foot, the Senate was formed into a 
Court of Impeachment. 

A further adjournment of the Court, till 12 o’elock on Monday next, 
was then moved, and agreed to. 

The following bills were ordered to be engrossed for a third reading : 

The bill for the regulation of Gold Coins; and, the bill for the relief 
of the legal holders of certificates of lands in Missouri, destroyed by 
earthquakes, by enabling them to locate other lands. 


HOUSE.— Manufactures.—Mr. Mavrary, from the Committee on 
Manufactures, presented a Report; which was ordered to be laid on 
the table, and «x thomsand copies ordered to be printed. 

Mr. Move ct, from the same Comittee, presented a counter Report, 
and moved that six thousand copies be printed. 

Mr. Horrmas suggested that the two reports should be printed to- 
gether. 

Mr. Sranperry stated, that the report of the gentleman from New 
York had not been submitted to the Committee. 

The Speaker stated that this was not necessary. 

The motion to print six thousand copies of the counter report was 
then carried in the affirmative. 

Duty on Sugar.—The House resumed the consideration of the reso- 
lution offered by Mr. Haywes, on the subject of a reduction of the duty 
on Sugar. 

Mr. Warre, of Louisiana, then took the floor, and moved the post- 
ponement of the subject until Monday the 24th instant, in order to give 
time for the production of documents which he deemed it desirable to 
lay before the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 





Fruipay, Janvary 14, 1831. 


SENATE.—Mr. Henpricss presented a petition from sundry mha- 
bitants im Indiana, relative to 2 new line of road: Referred to Commit- 
tee on Roads and Canals. 

The resolution submitted yesterday, by Mr. Benton, relative to the 
importation and exportation of ** Drugs, Medicines, and Dye-Stuffs,” 
was amended, ou the motion of Mr. Naupary, by inserting the word 
* manufactured,” after the word “ produce ;" and adopted. 

Mr. Benron gave notice of his intention to ask leave, on a future 
day, to introduce a bill for the reduction of duty on Indian blankets, and 
other articles, not manufactured in the United States. 

The bill “ Concerning the Gold Coins of the United States,” was read 
a third time, and passed. 


HOUSE.—Mr. Hempeuttt, from the Committee on Roads and Ca- 
nals, reported a bill to erect a Bridge over the Ohio River, near Wheel- 
ing; which was read twice, and committed to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

On motion of Mr. Test, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be insiructed to 
inquire into the expediency of making anether appropriation for contin- 
uing the grading aud bridging of the National Road through the State 
of Indiana ; and that the letter of the Secretary of War, of the 8th of 
January, together with a letter of the Road Commissioner, dated the 
20th of December, 1830, showing the state of the fuods appropriated 
for that object, be referred to the same Comittee. 





Tvespay, Janvary 18, 1831. 


SENATE.—Mr. Wesster presented the memorial of several mer- 
chants and manufacturers of Boston and its vicinity, praying for a 
drawback of the duty on nails manufactured from imported iron: Re- 
ferred to Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. Inepett presented a resolution of the Legislature of North Ca- 
rolina, requesting the Senators and Representatives in Congress, from 
that State, to use their best endeavors to induce the General Govern- 
ment to undertake the re-opening of the communication at or near 
Nagg’s Head, between the Albemarle Sound and the Atlantic Ocean. 
It was referred to the Committee on Commerce, together with surveys 
made by the United States’ Engineers. 

Indian Blankets, &.—Mr. Benton, pursuant to notice given, intro- 
duced a bill to reduce the duties on Indian blankets, and other Indian 
goods, not manufactured in the United States. 

Mr. Brewton stated, that the duties on this description of goods was 
different from all others, the duty being charged on the weight and 
measure. 

The bill was read a first time, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. Foor submitted the following resolution : 

Resolved, That the Commissioner of the General Land Office be direct- 
ed to report te the Senate the quantity of public lands surveyed, which 
have not been brought into market. Also, the quantity surveyed, in 
each State and Territory, since the year 1826; and the amount receiv- 
ed from sales in each of the several States and Territories, in which 
sales have been made, since the year 1826. 

Bills. —The following bills, reported by Mr. Marks as correctly en- 
grossed, were read a third time, and passed : : 


To aid the State of Ohio to extend the Miami Canal, and for the lo- fixed on, the duties on bombazines, bom ts, and other worsted stuff 


cation of certain grants of land in the Territory of Arkansas ; 
To authorize the Territory of Florida to open a Canal between the 
Chicola River and St. Andrews’ Bay. 


Impeachment.—On motion of Mr. Foot, the Senate was formed into 


a High Court, on Jadge Peck’s Impeachment. 
Mr. Wicxirre, one of the Managers, addressed the Court to-day. 


In his speech he took a review of the whole merits of the case, and tl 
roceeded, which oc- the United States aftér that day. ] 


eupied the Court throughout the day, til] 4 o’clock—When the Court 


commented on a part of the evidence as he 


adjourned till 12 o'clock to-morrow 


certain Rivers ; which was read twice, and committed to a Committee 


———— ee eee 


HOUSE,—Mr. Verrianex, from the Committee of Ways and 


ae J 


Mr. Woopsvury said, he was instructed by the Committee of Com- 


Means, reported a bill making additional a esmmnge for the improve- | merce, to whom was referred the memorial of the Chamber of Com. 


ment ef certain Harbers, and removing 


ions at the mouths of | merce, of Charleston, 8S. C., presented yesterday, by Mr. Haywye, relo- 
wi tive to the unequal duties levied on American vessels in the ports of the 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. ) Spanish West India Islands, to move that the Committee be discharge! 


The Speaker laid before the House a communication from the Se-4 from its consideration, and that it be referred to the President of the U 


cretary of the ‘Treasury, in answer to a resolution, of the 2eth Decem- 
ber, on the subject of Brown Sugar ; which was laid on the table, and | 
ordered to be printed. 

Judge Peck’s Trial.—The House resolved itself into a Committee of 


| Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. Martin in the Chair, and pro- | yesterday, and had not con: 


ceeded to the Senate. 

After remaining in the Senate for some hours, the Committee return- 
ed, and rose, and reported progress. 

The House then adjourned. 


Wepwespay, January 19, 1831. 


SENATE.—Mr. Haye presented the memorial of the Chamber of 
Commerce of Charleston, complaining of the unequal dutes levied on 
American vessels in the ports of the Spanish West India Islands, and 
of the extraordinary duties unposed on American rice in the dominions 
of Portugal; and praying that proper measures may be taken, either 
by negotiation or otherwise, to remedy these evils. ‘The memorial was 
referred to the Committee of Commerce. 
Mr. Ruceéves presented the petition of sundry citizens of Ohio, pray- 
ing that a portion of the public lands may be appropriated for the con- 
struction of certain public roads: Referred to Committee on Roads and 
Canals. 
Mr. Extts presented the memorial of the President and Trustees of 
the Mississippi College, praying for the aid of Congress, by the graut 
of a township of land to that Institution: Referred to Comunittee ou 
Public Lands. 
Mr. Hewpricxs, from the Committee on Roads and Canals, reported 
the bill, without amendment, to amend the act for umproving the navi- 
gation of the ‘Tennessee and other rivers. 
Mr. McKuytey, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported, 
without amendment, the bill to dispose of a portion of the public lands, 
for the cultivation of the vine and olive. 
Mr. Heypric«s, from the Committee on Roads and Canals, reported 
a bill for extending the Cumberland Road im Mlinois ; which was read, 
and ordered to a second reading. 
Impeachment.—On motion of Mr. Foot, the Senate resolved itself in- 
to a Court of Impeachment, to proceed with the trial of Judge Peck, 
Mr. MerepitTH commenced to sum np on the part of the Kespondent. 
His speech occupied the Court till 4 o’clock—when it adjourned. 


HOUSE.—Mr. Hexrt, from the Committee on Public Lands, moved 
that the Committee be discharged from the further consideration of the | 
resolution inquiring into the expediency of granting certain public lands, 
in Florida, for the purpose of nmproving the navigation of the rivers in 
the said ‘Territory. 
Revolutionary Army.—Mr. Verriancx, from the Select Committee 
on the subject, reported a bill supplementary to an act for the relief of 
the surviving Officers and Soldiers of the Revolution ; which was read 
twice, and committed to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 
Distribution of Public Lands.—Mr. Hunt gave notice that he should, 
on this day-week, move that the House go into Committee of the W hole 
on the state of the Union, for the purpose of considering the bill appor- 
tioning among the several States the proceeds of the sales of public 
lands, for the purposes of education. 
Mr. Porter oftered the following resolution : 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to furnish 
this House with the monthly returns, exhibiting the transactions of the 
United States’ Bank, for the year 1830. 

On motion of Mr. Wayne, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed to inquire 
into the expediency of making an appropriation of money to erect a 
beacon on the White Oyster Beds, im Savannah River. 

The House resolved jtself into a Committee of the W hole on the state 
of the Union, Mr. Martin in the Chair, and proceeded to the Senate. 

After remaining in the Senate Chamber some hours, the Committee 
returned, and rose, and reported progress. 

Mr. CamBretenc moved to take up the bill, in a Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, to authorize the President of the U. 
States to despatch two or more ships for the relief of vessels which 
might have suffered upon the coasts of the United States during the 
recent violent storms. 

There being, however, no quorum present— 

The House adjourned until 11 o’clock to-morrow morning. 





Tuvunspay, January 20, 1831. 


SENATE.—Repeal of Duties on Silks, &ce.—Mr. Suirn, of Mary- 
land, from- the Committee on Finance, to whom was referred that part 
of the President’s Message which relates to the reduction of duties, re- 
ported “A bill to repeal the duties on certain imported articles; which 
was read a first time, and ordered to a second reading. 


[ This bill enacts, that, from and after a day yet to be designated, the 
duties are to be discontinued and entirely repealed, on silks of all kinds, 
except sewing silk; on cochineal, yellow bernes, madder and madder- 
root, sumac, argal, gall-nuts, lac-dye, woad or pastel, mastich, olive-oil, 
bristles, tortoise-shell, unmanufactured ; elephant’s, sea-cow’s, and oth- 
er teeth; ox-horns, and all other horns and tips ; corks, tin-foil, tama- 
rinds, almonds, olives, currants, prunes, grapes, plums, figs, raisins, 
capers, dates, filberts, lemons, limes, pine-apples, cocoa-nuts and shells, 
camphor, gum-arabic and all other gums, quicksilver, magnesia, crude 
salt-petre, cream of tartar, carbonate of soda, essence of burgamot and 
all other essences used as perfumes, juniper berries and oil of juniper, 
saffron, safflower, sago, orris-root, cologne-water, coriander-seed, cosme- 
tics, dragon-blood, arrow-root, ambergns, anatto, anniseed and oil of an- 
niseed, arsenic, a ida, ava-root, alarnoque, canella-alla, cascarilla 
and peruvian barks, chamomile-flowers, oil of cinnamon, fennel and oil 
of fennel, frankincense, harlem-oil, hartshorn, ipecacuanha, iris-root, 
manna, senna and leaves of senna, musk, peppermint, rhubarb, tapioca, 
varilla, varilla-beans, oil of cloves, nux-vomica, amber—coffee, cocoa, 
teas of all kinds, imported in American vessels, from beyond the Cape 
of Good Hope—mats of straw, grass, or flags ; bamboos unmannfactur- 
ed, china and porcelain, pearl, mother of pearl, and precious stones not 
set, parts of clocks and watches, sextants, chronometers—iace of every 
kind, other than coach-lace ; paintings, drawings, belting-cloths, linen- 
cambrics, handkerchiefs of cambric included, lawn, gauze, cashmere 
shawls and Canton crapes, from beyond the Cape of Good Hope—lIta- 
lian or French black crape for mourning, ribbons, ostrich-feathers or 
plumes—wines, the produce of all such nations as will grant equivalent 
advantages to the United States—wool, the actual value of which, at 
the place whence imported, shall not exceed ten cents per pound—salt, 
painters’ colors of all kinds, except lampblack ; white and red lead and 
vermillion, dry or ground in oil; Prussian blue, Spanish brown, white- 
ing, crome-green and crome-yellow paints, Paris white, verdigris. 

The second section enacts, that, from and after the said day, yet to be 


goods, and on linens of all kinds, those specified in the preceding sec- 
tion, and sail-duck, excepted, shall be 15 per cent. ad valorem. 

The third section enacts, that all teas, coffee, or salt, which may be 
in the public warehouses on said day, shall, on their delivery, be free 
from the payment of any duty whatever. 

The fourth section enacts, that the ad valorem duties shall be estimat- 
ed on the nett cost of any goods, wares, or merchandise, imported into 


Mr. Cuampers presented a memorial from sundry inhabitants, pray- 


States: Agreed to. 


On motion of Mr. Foor, the Senate formed itself into a Court of Im. 


peachment. 


Mr. Merepitn, onthe pa Judge Peck, resumed his argument of 


d when the Court adjourned. 


HOUSE.—Mr. Letcuer, from the Committee on Internal Improve- 
ments, reported a bill to authorize an appropriation to turnpike the mail 


road between Rockville and the Monococy Bridge, in the State of Ma- 
ryland ; which bill was read twice, and committed to a Committee of 


the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


A message was received from the Senate, with several bills—and an- 
nouncing that the Senate was then sitting as a High Court of Impeach- 
ment, for the trial of Judge Peck. 

On motion of Mr. Haynes, the House proceeded to the Senate, aud, 
er having returned, and reported progress, 

The House adjourned. 





Frupay, January 21, 1831. 


_ SENATE.—Mr. Maxks presented a memorial from sundry citizens 
in Pennsylvania, stating the practicability of making the Ohio River na- 
vigable, in the summer months, to vessels drawing a certain depth of 
water: Referred to Committee on Commerce. 

Back Creek.—The bill for the improvement of the navigation of Back 
Creek, the blank being filled with fifty thousand dollars for that pur- 
pose, Was, on motion of Mr. Woopeury, who stated that he was in- 
structed to that effect by the Committee of Commerce, by whom the 
bill was reported, laid on the table. 

Impeachment.—On motion of Mr. Foor, the High Court was again 
organized at 12 o'clock. 

Mr. Merepirn, on the part of Judge Peck, resumed his argument. 
He had not concluded when the Court adjourned. 


HOUSE.—The Sreaxer laid before the House a communication 

from the Secretary of the Treasury, on the subject of a resolution con- 

cernmg the cultivation of Sugar Cane; which was laid on the table. 
Judge Peck.—A message from the Senate was received, informing the 

House that that body was now sitting as c High Court of lnpeach- 

inent—W hen, 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of the Whole on the 

state of the Union, and proceeded to the Senate, to attend the trial of 

Judge Peck. 

After remaining in the Senate for some time, the Committee return- 

ed, and rose, and reported progress—and 

The House adjourned. 





BANKS IN MASSACHUSETTS. 


State of the Banks in Massachusetts, on the first Saturday of June, 1830 - 
Capital Stock paid in of sixty-three Banks,.......... 19,295,000 00 


Bills in circulation,......... naa dninds nhdie ath adiometnnl 5,124,090 00 
Nett profits on hand,....... 0 oe ceccescccscccceccess -++ 044,496 62 
Balance due to other Banks,.......... cces cece cecces 2 IDR DIO 35 
Cash deposited, and not bearing interest,...., .... «++. ++3,574,957 04 
Cash deposited, bearing interest,...... 6... 00+ e000 000. 2,004, 868 29 





Total amount due from the Banks,.........Dollara, 33,323.793 44 





Gold, Silver, &c. in the Banks,.... 0.2.6 .00. 000. 04s. 81,258,444 05 
Real Estate,...... eee Cee eee eee eee ee eee eee se 2 vooecees G21, )52 Ae | 
Bills of Banks in this State,...... 2... .c00 see ceee ce oe 00 914,0%6 GU 
Bills of Banke elsewhere,........0+-c00+ ceescesese sees 47 9,759 OB 
Balances due from other Banks,.... ecdccccccccscccccct hanes Gn 
Due to the Banks, excepting balances,........+.+++.-.27,987,234 09 





Total resources of the Banks,.............- Dollars, 33,366,142 61 





Amount of last »emi-annual dividend,...... +. see. 0+. 8500,925 00 
Amount of reversed profits,......csceeesvececescccesesedt tua 74 
Debts secured by pledge of Stock,...... 00 .0+- ceee ee eee. 901,823 53 
Debts due, and considered doubtful,.......... 2-2. 000++- 462,045 06 
tate of dividend on amount of Capital of all the Banks, as 

existing when dividend was made,....++++++e++ +++ 52-100 pret. 





BANKS IN PENNSYLVANIA. 


; os have received the Auditor General's Report on the state of the 
anks. 

On looking through it, we perceive with | emcee an evident im- 
provement in one respect, in the condition ofthe western Banks. Banks 
which, a few years ago had eight, ten, and even thirteen paper dollars 
in circulation for every specie dollar in their vaults, show now only three, 
four, or five paper dollars for every specie dollar. These Banks are 
consequently more secure than they were formerly—are much less lia- 
ble - aflected by shocks from abroad, and by commercial convulsions 
at home. 

The act prohibiting the circulation of small notes has produced 
this change in the condition of the Banks. Its beneficial effects have 
not been confined to our own State. ‘They have extended to the adjoin- 
ing States, the currency of several of which has been sensibly improved ; 
and we hope to see the day when the measure wiil be imitated by every 
State in the Union.— Phila. Gazette. 





Message to the 
up the Tarifi—that it is necessary to its well-being—that its emoluments 
receive? Aye—that’'s a question with which the Governor has nothing 


muscles of the lamb. Be it so.—Lynchburgh Republican. 





ning and weaving manufacturers wae very small. The spinning ma- 
chinery was so badly constructed, that it could only produce yarn fit for 
the coarsest webs. Printed cottons were made with 


mitted at this epoch on payment of a duty. A few muslin manufacto- 


piece goods, but that law had never been enforced. In 1806 
at the suggestion of one M. Rubicon, a merchant, a law was passed 


ders, Picardy, Alsace, the Beaujolais, and Paris itself, were covered 
with looms and jennies, for the 
throughout the continent under the protection of the continental system. 
The consumption of raw cotton amounted to 69,000 bales. Since the 
peace the prohibition has not only been maintained, but rendered more 
strict by a law of 1816, which, for its rigor towards the smugglers o! 
calico, may be com with the worst edicts solicited by the old fer. 
miers generaux. French manufacturers have imitated as (ur as 
they have been able, our machinery and methods of fabrication ; they 








ing an improvement of the Back Creek navigation 


yet they are on the brink of ruin.—Fereign Quarterly Reciew. 











Pennsyivania.—Gov. Wolf, (an ominous name) says, in his late 
Legislature of Pennsylvania, that the State cannot yield © 


are extremely pleasant to the stomach. Doubtless. But bow is it with | 
those who have to pay these sundry monies, which it is so agreeable to — 


todo. The Wolf never inquires what right he has to the bleeding © 
Corton Manvuracture or Fraxcr.—In 1806, the number of spin- 


foreign webs, ad- © 
ries existed at Tarare, but they employed foreign threads. Several years 
previously, the law of 10 Brumaire, An. V., had prohibited English — 
, however, © 


prohibiting foreign webs of all descriptions, and this ordinance was no! — 
allowed to sleep. ‘Two years were hardly over when Normandy, Flan- — 


uce of which a market was found ~ 


get the raw commodities at a‘much cheaper price than they did, and | 
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wtuty now imposed on nails, and you at once transfer the making of 
nails from the British to the American manufacturer ; and the importa- 
tion of nail rods will certainly increase in the same proportion that the 
importation of nails will decrease; buj your memorialists are further 
warranted in adding, that, from the increased consumption of American 
nails, the supply of foreign iron must necessarily be increased also. 
During the fiscal year 1828-9, we imported 266 tons of rods miade into 
nails; the first cost of these 266 tons, in the form of reds, is known not 
to exceed %7388 88; now if your memorialists dedact this latter sum | 
from the whole amount paid to the British manufacturer of the 266 

tons, in nails namely, $36,723, it will leave $25,336 15 cts. This last | 
named sum, if the duties were equalized in the manner just pointed | 
out, would give emplo yment to as many, if not morte Atiierieat nailers, | 
than it now does to British. It is known to your memorialists, from | 
the same inequality in the duties here alluded to, that horse shoes are ac- | 
tually becoming an article of importation, which heretofore have always | 
been made by American smiths, and the cost of which, meluding du- | 
ties and other charges, will not exceed the present price of bar iron. | 
Hoops, for water and other deseriptions of casks, can be imported, du-_ 
ties and charges included, at $57 per ton, being $21 40 less than the | 
duty on the raw material of which they are made. Hence, a cooper, | 
by importing his hoops ready riveted, and thus saving that part of his 
manual labor on the hoops, can save at least one half the cost of the | 
article, when imported as “ hoop iron,” or in its state as a raw material. | 
‘Thus it appears, whether your memorialists have reference to bar iron, | 
paying $37 per won duty, or sheet iron, hoop iron, nail rods, and round 

or square iron, of half an meh and under, all paying $75 40 per ton, or 
wire, paying from six to ten cents per pound, the result in each particu- 
lar case will be the same, as has just been demonstrated; making it | 
consequently always cheaper to import the above deseriptions of iron | 
in a manufactured, than im a raw state, and thus depriving American | 
artizans of employment, to which they are so well entitled without in- | 
jury to the consumers, to the same extent, on these descriptions of iron, 
aud now not m any manner benefitting the masters and owners of 
American forges ond furnaces. Your memorialists cannot perceive why 
the importation of one article of hardware should be considered an eva- 
sion of the specsne duty on bar iron more than another, as it is equally 
applicable to every deseription whatever, whether subject to ad valorem 
or specific duty; and yet, the Committee ofthe Senate contend that 
‘‘there are many articles of hardware upen which there should be an 
increase of duty, particularly upon bedscrews, mentioned in the peti- 
tion,’ 48 in Opposition te all the above reasoning, supported as it is by 
the clearest ang best established facts. 

Sixthly. Committee of Manufactures in the Senate remark, 
that “‘ They are of opinion with the petitioners, that there should be a 
just proportion between the duties upon bar iron and those upon hard- 
ware, but that this proportion can be more properly attained by imcreas- 
ing the duties upon ceateestin than by reducing them upon iron, as 
this, without injoring the manufacturer of iron, would protect the 
manufacturer of hardware ; but this it seems, the petitioners do not ask 
or wish.” Had the Comuuttee been well acquainted with the practi- 
cal effects of the duties on iron and hardware, in relation to their opera- 
tion on each other, and of course that no duty on hardware, short of 
that on iron, could “ protect,” as it is called, the manufacturer of hard- 
ware; and the duty on iron has already been shown to be from 159 to 
2-23 per cent. or on augmentation of from six to eleven times the pre- 
sent rates of duties on hardware, which your memorialists would not 
only consider impracticable, but altogether unjust, they having no other 
object im the relief they now pray for, than to be enabled to bring their 
own industry into fair and equal competition with the foreign manufac- 
turer, which the present exorbitant duties on the raw materials they 
make use of wholly prevents, and which they trust must, from the 
statements already presented, clearly appear. Your memorialists will 
be excused for once more repeating, that as long as the duty on the raw 





aT 
ali 


material is higher than that on the inanufactured article, so long will the | 


foreign manufacturer keep possession of the market. Moreover, if the 
duty on hardware should be raised above its present rates, so far from 
benefitting any class of your memorialists, it would only tend to substi- 
tute hemp, leather, wood, and other cheap materials, for the iron which 
ts now used. On the other hand, a fall in the prices of iron, consequent 
npon a reduction of duties, would materially extend its use and pro- 
mote its further consumption; and thus, whilst at the same time the 
business of your memorialists would necessarily be imereased, the 
whole country, in the capacity of consumers, would feel its benefits. 
And your memorialists will here be permitted further to remark, upon 
the authority of all experience, that a nation which excels in the pro- 
duction of cheap iron, which can only be brought about by the freest 
aud most unlimited competition, must excel in all the useful arts. 

Seventhly. The Committee of the Senate state, that “ They have 
received no information to convince them that these articles, to wit, axes, 
adzes, drawing knives, cutting knives, sickles or reaping hooks, scythes, 
spades, shovels, bridle bits, squares of iron or steel, steelyards, scale- 
beams, socket chisels, vices and wood screws, are not sufficiently 
tected.” Your memorialists, in their former petition, did not, nor do they 
now, ask for any additional burden to be laid on the consumer of the 
above articles; but they conceive that the fact, as stated by the Com- 
mittee, furnishes satisfactory proof that the manufacturer of the do- 
mestic, is not on as favourable a footing in the American market, as the 
manufacturer of the same foreign article. The Committee acknowledges 
a duty of 95 per cent. on raw iron, which your memorialists believe 
they have already shown to be from 159 to 2823 per cent. ; and at the 
same time the Report of the Committee states, that they have received no 
evidence that the articles just enumerated are not sufficiently protected. 
Now, to your memorialists, nothing can be clearer, than that three tons 
of iron, in the form of hardware, can be imported into the United States, 
as far az the duties are in question, at the same cost as one ton of iron 
in its raw state, according to the very statements furnished by the Com- 
mittee themselves. But, in point of fact, from six to ten tons can be 
imported, in the state of hardware, for one ton in its raw state. In 
averaging the duty of $78 40 per ton with that of $37 per ton, suppos- 
ing the duty on hardware to be 35 per cent. it evidently appears that the 
views presented by your memorialists could not have been entirely un- 
derstood by the Committee of the Senate. 

Fighthly. The Committee of the Senate remark, that “ There must 
evidently be a mistake in the statement of the petitioners, that there are 
annually imported 60,000 tons of hammered bar iron.” In reply, your 
memorialists beg leave to observe, that the Committee have not clearly 
comprehended the views intended to be conveyed by this part of your 
inemorialists’ petition. Your memorialists have therefore now taken 
considerable pams in procurmg documents, and information from dif- 
ferent sources, which enable them to present, as they hope, an entirely 
satisfactory exhibition of the same fact, or at least as far as the subject 
will admit of elucidation. In the first place, a quantity of iron contain- 
ed in any given quantity of hardware, paying ad valorem duty, cannot 
he come at in any other way, than by estimating it as forming an aliquot 
part of the first cost, which your memorialists estynate at one-third. 
But, should it be here. urged that this rate is too high, it then is maifest, 
that your memorialists will have underrated their own labor, and ~on- 
sequently would be greater losers. Proceeding then on this basis, the 
following results are obtained, namely: 

Imports of hardware, subject to an ad valorem duty of 





25 per cent. - - - $2,725,430 

Ditto, paying a duty of from 30 to 40 
r cent. say 35 percent. - 440,201 
Ditto, paying specific duties, a 180,515 





The whole amount of hardware imported during the 
fiseal year 1828-9, - : ° : - . ~ $3,346,146 


The raw material, iron, contained in the above hardware, amounted to 





33,9394 tons, paying the ad valorem duty of 25. per cent. on the first 
cost of the iron, which was $23 33 per ton, showing thot each ton of | 
iron, of this description, his actually been introduced into the United | 
States at the rate of $5 50 duty per ton, or within a small fraction | 
thereof. Hence, the above 38,9394 tons must have paid, in du- 

Wes, the sum of - - - - . - $214,107 25 


Che hardware subject to specific daties contained 6289 
tons, paying, as dboveé stated, % per ct. or $3 25 per ton, 52,072 92 
And 2579 tons, paying a specific duty, say of $7 per ton, 18,053 00 





in bardware, - - - - $284,293 17 
Hid the above 47,798 tons been imported in its raw state of bar, 
sheet, rod, or hoop iron, the duty in that case would have been $1 D6B,526, 
estitnating the duty at only $37 per ton, leaving out of consideration 
the duty of three and a half cents, and the first cost, of hoop, sheet, and 
tod iron; and in both cases assuming the lowest duties and the lowest 
priced iron. At this rate, the discriminating daty in favor of the Bri- 
tish thanufatturer, was actually $1,284,232 8&3, for the fiseal year 
1828-9. We also imported during the same period, about 3000 tons 
of sheet iron, in the form of tin plates, apon which, the iron contained 
in these plates, tin being free, paid 15 per cent. ad valorem, or $ 4*,- 
648 9). Now, had this iron been imported into the United States in 
the form of sheets, and have here been tinned, the duty on the won in 
sheets would have been $75 41) per ton, or - - $235,200 00 

Whilst in tin plates it only paid the sum of - - + 48,648 90 


The whole amount of the duty paid on 47,795 tons 





Making a discriminating duty in favor of the British 
tinner, of : “ac - - - - - $186,551 10 
During the existence of such a discriminating duty, it will be utter- 
ly impossible to embark in the tinting of iron im this country ; and, it 
may be added, furnishes, if it were required, additional proof of the ab- 
surdity of the present exorbitant duties on the raw material. Of steel 
and iron wire, there was imported during the year I*28—) into the 
United States, 463,145 Ibs. equivalent to 206 tons, ] ewt. 2qrs. 2tbs. on 
which article the sane discriminating duty in favor of the British wire- 
workers has also been carefully imposed, which wul be seen by reference 
to the previous calculations, in relation to knittmg needles. The fol- 
lowing is, therefore, a recapitulation of the quantity of iron imported 
in the shape of hardware, with the duty thereon, which it is now sub- 
ject to, namely— 

Hardware subject to the duty of 25 per cent. ad valo- 
rem, in which the iron paid a proportional 

duty of S35 5!) per ton, - - - 
paying 35 per cent. duty, the iron paying 

Ss 25 per ton, . : lida sla 
Ditto, paying specific rates of duty, in which the 
iron pays seven dollars per ton, - - 235% 
Tin paying 15 per cent. in which the iron pays $12 50 


32,9294 tons. 
Ditto, 
6,2504 


per ton, - - - - - 3.000 
Wire paying from six to ten cents per pound, : 265 
Sheet, rod, hoop, and other descriptions of iron, paying . 

three and a half cents per pound, ° . . 1,167 
Bar iron rolled, paying a duty of $37 per ton . 3, 3324 





Making the total of the above descriptions of iron, all 
manufactured by the process of rolling, . 


53.5144 tons. 
To which add the imported hammered iron, . 


29,486 


Making the aggregate quantity of iron imported into 
the United States during the year 1828-9, amountto 84,998} 
Of which amount there has been re-exported, in all 
formes, - : - - - - - - 3,654 } 


Showing the actual home consumption of foreign iron 
to be - - - - - - - : 

Now, if tothis amount there also be added the quantity 

produced in the United States, w hich, according to 
the estimates of iron masters examined before the 
Committee of the House of Representatives m I-2-, 
was 30,000 tons; but which an intelligent practical 
man, who travelled through the United States for 
the express purpose of ascertaining the fact, as the 
result of the most careful inquiries, estimates at 

The annual consumption of iron in the United States ————— 

will be - - - - . - - 116,344 tons. 

Of these thirty five thousand tons, produced im the United States. 
10,000 tons only reaches the sea board, and with the *1344 tons of im- 
ported iron, makes the actual quantity passing through the hands of the 
dealers in iron on the sea board, to be 91,344 tons, and 25,000 tons re- 
tained in the interior there to be used. From this statement it appears, 
that of rolled iran, ten-elevenths were imported in the manufactured, 
and the remaining eleventh in the raw state ; that the quantity of rolled 
iron, in all its various forms, compared with hammered iron, is nearly 
in the proportion of two to one; that the American manufactuged bar 
iron. which comes to the sea board, compared with the imported foreign 
iron, in all shapes, is in the proportion of one to nine, or out of 99,000 
tons only 10,000 tons; and that the American iron, compared with for- 
eign iron, imported in the state of hardware, is in the proportion of one 
to six, or out of 69,000 tons only 10,000 tons, which last named quantity, 
according to the statements of the iron masters whe were examined be- 
fore a Committee of the House of Representatives in 172", meluded 
every description of iron brought from the imterior to the sea board of 
the United States. Your memorialists unhesitatingly and solemnly af- 
firm, that the protection which has been granted by the several acts of 
Congress to this very inconsiderable quantity of American irom, form- 
ing, as has been shown, so small a portion of the general supply. and 
the greatest proportion of which is owned by some of our richest capital- 
ists, has not only been severely and oppressively burdensome to your 
memorialists, as artisans and mechanies, the extent and prosperity of 
whose business is dependent upon the abundant and cheap supply of 
this important raw article, but also to all the consumers of iron, in its 
almost innumerable form:, throughout every part of the United States. 
And your memorialists will add, that the proprietors of American iron 
ore banks, forges and furnaces, are, by the enactments in question, 
themselves made to feel the folly of such restrictions, it having already 
been demonstrated, that the effect of these enactments Is to cause iron 
to be imported in various manufactured forms, and thus lessen the de- 
mand for this invaluable metal, in a raw state, whether American or 
otherwise. 

Righthly. As the Committee of the Senate have pointed ont to your 
memorialists, and may be considered as having recommended to them, 
to import iron in bars of a large size, to be here converted into the 
required smaller sizes by the American rolling mills, the impraeti- 
bility of which has already been established, your memorialists feel au- 
thorized, under these circumstances, to submit their own views on this 

int, which entirely differ from those of the Committee of the Senate. 

nstead of restricting the importation of iron, as is now done by enor- 
mous duties on this material, in its crudest raw state, your memorial- 
ists would admit pig iron entirely free, and not increase the present du- 
ties on hardware or manufactured iron, only about one third of what 
they now are on the metal in its crude state. (On. this basis your me- 
morialists will exhibit the following results. Pig iron, which in Great 
Britain generally sells at half the price of bar iron, manufactured by 
rolling, may be estumated at three pounds sterling per ton, at par equiv- 
alent to $13 33. 
14 ton of pig iron, the necessary quantity to make a ton 
of bar, - - - - - - - - - $16 66 
Exchange, six anda quarter per cent. the crrrentrate =~. 1 04 
Freight, one shilling and six pence per ton, on one and a 
quarton ton, - - - - - - - - 3 47 
Commission, insurances, and other charges say - —~ - 1 00 


®1,344 tons. 


30,000 





The actual cost of a ton and a quarter of imported pig 


iron, pe te.: Met ae yee ge abe Se $22 17 
175 bushels of charcoal, at four cents per bushel in New- 

Jerseyand Delaware, - - + + «+ = 7 0 
Drawing by the hommering process, - - -~ - 9 00 
Allowance for water privilege, dam, &c. ee BPR 1% 
Expense of overseeing and contingencies, - -~+ ~»* 0 83 





_ 


‘The whole cost of a ton of iron, manufactured by ham- 

mering, when the pigs are unported free of duty, - $40 00 
But, when manufactured by paddling and rolling, the cost of a ton of 
iron would be proportionably less. In. support of the correctness of 
the above conclusions, your memorialists wilh refer to the testimony in 
relation to iron, given before the Committee on Manufactures, in the 
House of Representatives, in January, 1°28, by the Hon. Richard 
Keese and the Hon. John Mitchell, both members of the Mouse, 
and by Mr. Joseph Jackson, of Morris county, New Jersey. The two 
former gentlemen having stated before the Committee that they had 
heen engaged in the business of making bar or bloom iron; apd the 
latter that he was then, and had been nearly all his life, engaged in the 
manufacture of jron; ane all three of the gentlemen declared that they 
were well acquainted with the iron basiness. ‘The statements about to 
be deduced, are drawn from an average of the statements of all three 
of the above named gentlemen, and can be verified by reference to the 
minutes of evidence taken betore the Committee on Manufactures, and 
printed by order of the House of Representatives, on the 3Ist January, 
12. Mr. Mitehell, it will be found, stated 175 bushels of coal as the 
computed average for making and drawing a ton of bar iron from pigs; 
Mr. Keese said that 500 bushels of coal is the usual euantity; and Mr. 
Jackson #1) bushels, the average quantity to make one ton of bar iron 
from the ore. By averaging these three several statements, it will be 
seen, that 475 bushels of coal, at the average cost of five and a half cents 
per bushel, will be saved in making one ton of won from imported pigs; 

It will thence follow, that in six items, a saving of upwards of fifty dol, 

lars me ton will be effected, by importing iron im pigs, as will be clearly 

exhibited by the following statement: 
Pig iron, if inported, cheaper than ore, (as stated by Mr. 
Keese, ) - - - - - - - 

Saving, in the quantity of coat required, in the difference 
between bloommg and refining trom the pig. 475 bashels, 
at five and a half cents per bushel, “ena . : 

Difference in cost and drawing, between the same two pro- 


CeSSes, - 


1 &3 


nw 


ab © _ 
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Carting and water carriage to New York, - - . 
Storage, and other expenses, as it can be made in er so near 
the markets in which the sales can be effected, = - . 
W ash ore, measuring coal, smal] repairs aboat the forge, &c., 


i 
S 


Amount of saving on the above six items,af the pig be 
ported, : : ° : ° . e - 

Now, if we subtract this amount from what Mr. Kees as- 
samed to he the worth of a ton of iron im the city of New 
York, to wit, ninety dollars, the remainder will show the 
price at which, by their statement, the same quantity, of a 
better description of iron, could, by the refining esa, 
he produced from pics, and vield the same profit to the 
manufacturer, which is the difference between $52 26 and 
S90, namely, - - - - - - - - 

The cost of a ton of iron. according to Mr. Keese, in the city 
of New York. (See page 23, Rep.) - - - : S90 00 

It will be observed, that between this statement, the elements of 
which have been drawn from the testimony of Messrs. Keese. Mitchel 
aud Jackson, and that which your memorialists have given, there is a 
difference of $2 26; your memorialists’ estimate of the whole cost of 
a ton of tron made from imported pigs being $40. As the above gen- 
tlemen all spoke of the iron business being a losing one, this difference 
of $2 26 per ton in their favor, would afford them a handsome profit, 
without including other deductions that could be made from their esti- 
mates. But they remarked before the Committee, that their hands, team, 
work, ceal, &c. were paid for by them in farm produce and store goods, 
which, itis well known. are charged at much higher rates, than the 
sume articles when obtained elsewhere. and which, moreover, is ad- 
mitted by these gentlemen, in their evidence given before the Commit- 
tee. when they expressly declared, that in this way their “losses ” were 
taade up. The difference, then, between the rates at which they dis- 
pose of store goods and produce, and the current cash prices of the same 
articles, unquestionably is a profit, which must be carried to the credit 
of iron, and not to that ef goods and preduce, which can never be con- 
sidered, in any correct statement, as being worth more than the com- 
mon market price. lt may be further. said. that even according to their 
own views of profit and loss, however e:roneoas and inadmissible, that 
as their “establishments” furnish a.good market, some pertien at least 
of the remuneration shonid be qonsidered as belonging to the “‘establish- 
ment.’ “Lhe results here deduced. in relation to the manufacture of 
pig iron inte bar. may be equally applied to blooms, seraps, Joups, or 
other tron m a less manufactured state than bar; and the effect of the 
free importation not oniy of pigs, but of blooms, scraps, loups, &e. would 
be nghly beneficial te American industry, as the same articles are pow 
imported in.the state of hardware. 

Ninthly. When your memorialsts compare the dates on iron with 
those on teas, coffee, and salt, which. at the last session of the present 
Coagress it was deemed expedient to reduce, the former will be found 
to be much more objectionable than the latter. Iron, in the bar, is sus- 
ceptible-of having added to its value double its own cost; whilst tea, 
coffee and salt, are al] imported in the precise state they are ultimately 
consamed. 

In conclusion, your memorialists beg leave to say, that as the states 
ments in their former petition were not fully comprehended by the 
Committee of the Senate, to whom they were referred, and that as they 
were and are anxious to make themselves clearly understood, they 
must be excused for taking up so mach time with details which eannot 
he practically known but to themselves ; and whieh, they believe, fully 
warrant the relief for which they now earnestly pray—namely, 

First. That all the existing duties on pig iron. scraps, boiler pintes, 
and all other iron in loups, slabs, blooms, or any other state less mianu- 
factured than bar iron, be abolished or repealed, and the importation of 
the same be admitted free of duty. 

Secondly. ‘That all bar ton, manufactured by hammering, be ad- 
mitted subject to the duty of April 27, 1516, on its importation, to wit, at 
the rate of 45 cents per ewt. 

Thirdly.. That all descriptions of iron manufactured by rolling, in- 
cluding bar, bolt, rod, sheet, and hoop, of every size and quality, be 
admitted, subject to a duty not exceeding that now imposed on the im- 
portation of hardware, namely, 25 per cent. 

Fourthly. ‘That wire, of iron.or steel, of all sizes and numbers, be 
admitted, subject to the same duty as the manufactures of wire are now, 
on their importation, sabjeet to, namely, 25 per cent. 

Fifthiy that the duty now imposed on rail read iron, when panched 
in the United States, be remitted, or a drawback of the existing 
daty be allowed thereon, on all sums exceeding fifty dollars. 

And lastly, that the existing duties on steel be abolished or repealed, 
and the importation of the same admitted free of duty. 


im 
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ANTICIPATED EFFECTS OF THE AMERICAN SYSTEM. 
From the American Democrat, published at Lebanon, Ohio,of Jan. 1, 1831. 
Let us suppose for a moment the much boasted “ American System”’ 
in. the “full tide ” of successful experiment; the ocegn stripped of our 
last commereial vessel. and the American people groaning onder the 
weight of an immense “ National” debt, created to make “ National” 
turnpike roads and * National” canals ; the capitalists (as in England) 
the creditors of the Government, and hence identified with its adnrinis - 
tration—and then, as the necessary consequence, see an army, (much 
more formidable than John Adams’ “ provisional army”) of engineers, 
superintendents, collectors, lock and gate teaders, &c. distributed 
among the people, and all under the patronage and immediate coptrot 
of the Presinent—and then, ask ourselvex what our |j would be 
worth? That such would be the inevitable co that would 

follow in the train of the much boasted “ Ameri¢as System ” 
will have the hardihoed to deny. And that sach.a measure, if con- 


summated, would have the effect of coneetiae the Government by 
the entire annihilation of State Rights, 1s eq certain, 
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SPEECH OF MR. HENRY WILLIAMS, 
At the Anti-T'ariff Caucus in Faneuil Hall, October 31, 1839. 


Mr. Chairmaa—Fellow-Citizens !'—The place I now occupy has, as 
you well know, within the last fortmght, been occupied by numeroas 
members of the legal profession—by many of its most prominent speak- 
ers. Here they have poured forth their eloqueuce, in the tull confidence 
of their powers. I have heard and listened to them in common with 
yourselves. Many of them | bave heretofore considered my political 
fathers, and have looked up to them for advice and counsel. These 
considerations are calculated to impress upon my mind that prudence 
and discretion forbid that I sheuld attempt to speak; aud, were ito give 
way to their matural influence, my lips would on this occasion be seal- 
ed. I feel that fam buta plain common man—aud that { address you 
under great disadvantages ; but I feel, also, that 1 am a mman—and, 
thanks t) those in whose school I was reared, 1 possess a spirit that for- 
bids that any man, that any array of great men, even of great legal men, 
should lock up my soul, and bar the free expression of those sentuments 
and opinions | henesily cherish. Yam no man-worshipper, Mr. Chair- 
man. I fear no array of great men—and can never consent to take 
their opinions upon trust, er to subscribe to their doctrines without the 
assent of my understanding. With these feelings, fellow-citizens, pro- 
fessing to have opinions somewhat at variance with those of the legal 
gentry who have addressed you, and craving your indulgence, I ven- 
ture to launch my barque, in the fall contidence that a plain man wil 
be listened to by a Boston audience, on a plain practical subject. 

We are convened, Mr. Chairman, to deliberate on the subject of se- 
lecting a man to represent this commercial district in the Congress of 
the United States. The subject is of great interest to us all. Two 
candidates were, at an early period, put in némination—men of irre- 


proachable character—both highly respectable. ‘They are both of us, 
ind among us, knowing and sympa:hizing in all our great commun in- 
terests. It was to have been expected, that, in this peaceable commu- 
nity. under such circumstances, the election would have been conduct- 


ed with libecality and fairness—with a spirit of forbearance honorable 
to the character of the citizens of Boston. Such was my desire, and 
that of the fiends of the candidate whose cause we espoused. low 
have we been disappointed! [ow early was it made manifest that 
most extraordinary measures would be resorted to, by our opponents, to 
carry their point! lirst. our candidate is charged, iu the Le Ws papers, 
with being wrong, in principle, on all the great politeal and national 
tomes and doctrines that find favor in this conununity. ‘True, his pri- 
rate character is not attacked—for here, all knew full well, that be was 
unessaiiable. Bat he was not only aati-tariffi—which he glories in, and 
in which we 2'l glory—but he is made antt-rad-road—the decided ene- 
iny of internal improvemcnt—and a vile “ mullifier.” 

Next, there is a great Caucus held in tus Hall, in which no less 
than six lawyers exert their powers—their chief efforts directed to 
convince the people that we and our candidate were terrible felerrs, 
bent on the destruction of manufactures, aud determined to ruin this 

art of the country, and especially Boston! Who were these men 

Vihy, emong the rest, our present Representative, Mr Gorham, who 
stated many streage things, that caused astonishment in the minds of 
his old friends. J heard him, Mr. Chairman, and could not but uotice 
with Low much giee he asserted that “ he had always been an antitariff 
man,’—that he voted against the tariff in all its stages—but [ did not 
overlook that he touched not the fact of having, at an earlier period, ad- 
vocated and voted for the aoollens bill, which we all know was the 
cause and foundation of the tariff of 1828. [was surprised at his de- 
fence of his own and Mr. Webster's vote on the tariff. [ understood 
him to say that Ae did perfectly right to vote against it, and Mr. rhster 
equally so in voting for it—the bill was so bad that he could not in con- 
science stomach it; and yet Mr. Webster, in seralloweng it, deserved 
our thanks! Here, fellow-citizens, we are called upon to believe, and 
take as truth, the doctrine that 2 wrong and a right, when duly con- 
oocted by legal skill, make all right !—a doctrine fit only for the profes- 
sion—we common folks cannot fathom it. We beard the labored efforts 
of the same gentleman, to prove the sad consequences that would ensue 
from a repeal of all the tariff laws ; and, going back to the year 1729, 
he endeavored to nnpress hia audience with the belief that Lee and his 
friends were driving at this point. Was this fair? Did he not know 
that not a man of us advocates any such thing?) Who is there among 
us that advocates such a course? Who, of our party, that is unfriend- 
ly to manafactures? I know of none. And Harry Lee, the man we 
propose to send to Congress, torepresent us, is an enlightened friend to 
inanufuctures, desirous only of such alterations im the tariif aa the good 
of the country requires—such as wil! benefit every body. 

We heard, fellow-citizens, the pretty speech of our late Minister to 
Spain—his happy annunciation of the great ert of Boston—the 
flourishing state of our business generally. ‘The proof he principally 
relied on, was, the elegant front of the Tremont House, as contrasted 
with what he had seen in Old Spain! Most kind and excelient Mimis- 
ter, to bend his mighty mind to the task of telling us plain working 
folks how wonderfuliy good and profitable our trades and occupations 
are! . De we want his opinion on the subject?) With what grace does 
a lecture come from him? Does he vainly imagine that a residence 
among us of a few months enables him better to understand and de- 
<eribe our situation than we ourselves! We can tell him, and tell him 
truly, of small profits, of reduced business, of lowered rents, and a ge- 
neral despondency among our active population, as-eontrasted with the 
years previous to the iniquitous tariff. Mr. Chairman, I could talk of 
the doctrines and principles of these legal gentlemen, as avowed by 
them, and artfully urged upon us—we know them to be unsound, but 
this is nv place and no time to refute such a mass of sophisms as they 
hae served up to us. I believe the people understand the subject— 
ond that they are, im some measure, on their guard against the influence 
of the associated lawyers who have addressed us. | have no prejudice 
against lawyers. I think the profession an honorable one—that many 
of our most useful legislators are taken from their ranks—but on a plain 
practical subject, that of the tariff, is it not strange, that not one man, 
other than a lawyer, should be found to espouse the cause before the 
people? It looks bad to see a cause so managed. It is bad—and there 
's something wrong about it. There was something wrong im the be- 
sinning. It is said, and I believe truly, that, previous to the nomination 
of the tariff-candidate, the members of the nominating commitiee were 
mvited, night after night, by equads, to the houses of men high im of- 
tice. What wasitfor? Was it not for the purpose of bending their 
minds to the views of their hosts? It looks very like an odious party 
nomination—-a nomination by the manufacturers alone—though they 
eonstitute but a few hundreds of our w population of sixty thousand 
whabitants. Lconsider Mr. Appleton as having been nominated, in ef- 
fect, by the lords of the spinning-jenny. Me is nominated exclusively 
om the ground that he is a tariff man. If elected, he will be the repre- 
sentative of Waltham and Lowell, and not of Boston. Will you put 
up with this, fellow-citizens? Shall the commercial city of Boston have 
a0 representative? [f there is a just feeling among us, | am sure you 
will prevent it. I have said that we had been disappointed as to the 
course of this election—that it has been carried on with a spirit, on the 
part of our opponents, in my view, exceedingly reprehensible. I regret 
t. Bat what shall we do? Shall we tamely submit to the attacks, and 
urts, and scoffs, of those opposed to us? Shall we fear the power of 
fashion, and wealth, and tarifites? By no means—our duty ts plain: 
we will repel their foul charges—we will hurl back upon them such 
weapons as they have shorered upon us. Necessity compeis us to this 
course. ‘They invite it—they have provoked it—and we have no alter- 
uative leftus. Last night, fellow-citizens, our distinguished Senator in 
Congress stood here and addressed you—for three hours he labored, 
and labored hard, too, much of the time, to prove that the mechanics of 
Boston caused the adoption of the Constitution of the United States !! 
{fe attempted to show that it was exclusively their work. I respect the 
mechanies of Boston—I number among them many of my best friends 
—bui I have too much confidence in their good sense, to believe that 





_ [trust your manly spirits revolt at it. 
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They did much. But did they do all? Where, I would ask, were all 
the surviving heroes and patriots of the Revolution, who ‘ought, and 
bled, and suffered, in the great canse, who were not mechanics? Did 
they stand aloof! Were they passive lookers on? Oh no!—Mr. Web- 
ster knows it was not so, and, slould oceasion offer, will oper 
lead their cause, and do them justice. The object was seen 

r was Jost: for the mechanics of Boston are woo just to clam all ho- 
nor On this point, 

On the subject of internal improvements, he uttered the sentiments 
of usall. Who is there among us who does not anticipate a great 
northern national improvement! It is pointed out by the band ol na- 
ture ; no man Who looks at the maps can doubt that, ere long, it must 
be accomplished. But he told us, that, if we managed right—il we gave 
our votes tu his favorite candidate, that the Government would, no doubt, 
patronize the work to the extent of half a million ef dollars. Mr. Chair- 
man, he fell far short of the mark; dus is a small sum in comparison 
with what we want. Why, it would not make a rail road of more than 
about thirty miles in extent, aud we have more than three hundred miles 
to make, before we can avail of the advantages that are spread out be- 
fore us. He should have said treo millions im lieu of a half. Besides, 
Mr. Chairman, can we not have government aid without buying it by 
casting our votes for his candidate! I think we can, and further, I be- 
lieve that if we are so blind t our interests as to bury our energies on 
this subject for ten years, the Government will undertake and accom- 
plish the whole work on the ground of its vast lm portance in a national 
point of view. Mr. Webster did not stop here; it was not enough to 
threaten us with a loss of Government patroage, if we refused to vote 
for his candidate, but he undertook to convince us that our friend, if 
elected, whatever might be his feelings, must, from political necessity, 
oppose appropriations for internal improvements! And this, too, in the 
face of the fact which we all know, which I particularly know, that Mr. 
Lee is a warm friend of rail roads, and of other internal improvements. 
I understand not, Mr. Chairman, this political necessity; and believing, 
and knowing, that our candidate is not a political partisan, but an en- 
lightened and intelligent man, feclingly alive to the true interests of the 
whole country, | hesitate not to pronounce this attaek upon him, from 
this high quarter, as wanton and cruel in the extreme, and deserving 
our severest censure. But it was not enough, fellow-citizens, for this 
inan, elevated by you to power and consequence, to misrepresent the 
opinions and principles of our candidate—he went further, and, in the 
nnagined strength of the position be occupies, ventured to prophecy, 
contidently, in the most gross and offensive manner, “that Mr. Lee, i 
elected, would be merely Use bod to the kite of the nullifyers of the South!” 
| heard him, fellow-citizens, make this prophecy in his most sarcastic 
wanner, With a triumphant air, and the sentiment was most heariily 
applauded by his servile followers. ‘To their shame and disgrace, it re- 
cerved their vociferous acclamations. I heard it, Mr. Chairman, with 
the strongest disgust, for, while [ admired the talents and eloquence of 
the man, I felt that he was seeking a momentary applause, by giving 
scope to the brillianey of his wit, at the expense of his fairness and can- 
dor. Lknow not how others felt, but to me, it seemed a gross indignity, 
an unprovoked attack upon us and upon our candidate ; and as to suf- 
fering it to pass without a proper notice on our part, without an attempt, 
at least, to turn the tables upon this too vulnerable champion, | cannot 
think of it. He shall kuow that more than fe can play at this game—if 
he is for war of this character. he shall have it. ‘This is just; we owe 
it to ourselves, and to our noble friend, to charge home upon him for this 
foul and unmanily attack. Butto the point. Of this thing called “ the 
Tariff,” I have my opinions, and no man im this assembly thinks worse 
of it than I do; 1 look upon it, and upon its history, too, with loathing— 
it has been, and still is, a curse to the country—no mau stands its friend, 
and all call it a monster. 

Now, I would ask, Mr. Chairman, who made it? 
ther? It had a father, and still has. I think f know him, and ie ougit 
io be pointed out. J will undertake that task. You know, Mr. Chair- 
man, that much has beer said upon this same tarifi; it has caused much 
conjecture and speculation—you know, too, that in times of great politi- 
cal excitement, as well as at other mes, men in the profuse speaking. 
will chance to say things, the import and bearing of which they do not 
stop to weigh—in shorter phrase, “ things will leak out ;” and, if one has 
his ears open, he may profi: by the open mouths of others. During the 
last week, a friend of mine, one whom I much respect, who is a very 
warm tariff man, happened to hold a conversation with me—he was free 
in his communications, and little thought that I should avail of the taie 
he told, to make against his cause—what I am about to relate, however, 
he stated without reserve; no secrecy was enjoined, and I feel that l am 
entirely at liberty to convert it to my purpose—I think he may be within 
the sound of my voice, for he said he should be here—I hope sincereiy 
he is. But to proceed; in the course of conversation, he says, * did you 
ever know how Webster came to vote for the Tariff Bill?” 1 told him 1 
thought I did, but asked how was it? He answered, I will tell you, 
and said, “‘ When the bill was before Congress, a short period before its 
final passage, Webster had about decided to oppose and vote against it. 
In this state of feeling, he received a letter, or letters, from bis manu- 
facturing friends in Boston, advising, that, bad as the bill was, they pre- 
ferred it to none; and this decided him to vote for it!” ‘This, fellow- 
citizens, is a most precious confession—it is in perfect accordance with 
what I before believed, for | knew by accident at the time something of 
the correspondence that was carried on at that period, between Mr. 
Webster and certain woollens men of Boston. Now, we all know, that 
Mr. Webster was the leader of the tariff party in Congress. He had 
but to speak the word, and the monster he had so aptly christened as the 
dill of abominations,” would never have been born! His intluence 
was great; he spake the word and the curse was fastened upon us! 
The monster had a being, and still lives! Who, then, fellow-ciiizens, 
was the father of the tariff? It is most clear, no one can doubt, Dante. 
WEBSTER was its father! But it may be said, and with truth, too, that 
the tariff bill was actually first enacted by a knot of woollen manutae- 
turers in Bostan. I agree to it—it was so—and then I ask, to whose 
kite was Mr. Webster abob then? I answer, he was, literally and truly, 
a bob to the kite of a knot of manufacturers—of A. L. & Co.! And is 
he not so still? You, fellow-citizens, can bear me out in the charge; 
you feel and knew it to your sorrow. 

And, I would ask, if it is not perfectly fair to say, that if our opponents 
succeed, their candidate will be, in very truth, simply, the bob to the kite 
of Mr. Wester. 

Thus much, fellow-citizens, of “hobs to kites; and hereafter may 
our renowned Senator fly Ais Aite with some little regard to the feelings 
and rights of others. 

Preposterous doctrine, that our pure, and enlightened, aud honorable 
friend, Harry Lee, can become the bob to any kite involving disgrace 
to you, fellow-citizens, or to himself! Pitiful debasement for a United 
States Senator to attempt to hold up to ridicule in this community, a 
candidate so estimable and deservedly popular as ours!’ Sueh conduct 
will not succeed. With all the array of talents, with all the influences 
that have been exerted, our opponents have not advanced their cause. 
Ours is a good one; it is a righteous one ; it is the cause of the people, 
and if we do our duty, success will crown our efforts. 

This is a warm contest, Mr. Chairman; even the ladies, dear souls, 
to some extent, are partisans in the cause, Their opinions are always 
worth something; and, at any rate, they, in their free speech, afford 
many indications that are worthy of notice. During this contest, a friend 
of mine, who is anti-tariff to the back bone, chanced to visit the house of 
a friend with whom he was on intimate terms, and the lady of the manse 
attacked him upon his polities. “ Why,” said she, calling him by name, 
“is it possible yon can have joined the rabble Lee party? I am astonish- 
ed and grieved to hear it.” Thus, you see, fellow-citizens, that we are 
called the rabble. by these white-handed gentry, and what they sa 
worse, doth not appear, as it hath not leaked out. How does this Se 
you! Are vou willing to be thus designated by those in power, by the 
fashion of the city, because you honestly hold and express your opimons ! 
What! arabbie in Boston! No 
city on earth can boast a better population, and the bare suggestion of it is 
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Our learned friend, the late Minister to Spain, in his late epeech in 
this place, passed into futurity, and fancifully described what would be 
the reflections of a visiier to our beloved city, when, in the course of 
‘human events, Boston should have declined, and failen, and parsed 
; away with no trace but its ruins; and left the visiter soliioquizing over 
“his spot, saying, “here stood Faneuil Hall,” &c. 

\We, too, may antieipate such a period, and here will be found an en- 
lightened son of liberty, many ages to come, exclaiming, in the fulness 
of his soul, here stood Farteuil Hall—and here, too, for a long succes- 
sion of ages, lived a people, who ever discerned and opposed tyranny, 
in whatever guise it appeared. : 
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Tuvcrspay, Juns 14, 1727. 

It was moved by Mr. Patterson, seconded by Mr. Randolph, that the 
further consideration of the Report from the Commitice of the W hole 
House be postponed till to-morrow. 

And, before the question for postponement was taken— 

It was moved by Mr. Randolph, seconded by Mr. Patterson, that the 
House adjourn. 

And then the House adjourned till to-morrow at 11 o’clock, A.M. 


Fripay, June 15, 17*7. 

Mr. Patterson submitted several resolutions to the consideration of the 
House, which he read in his place, and afterwards delivered in at the 
Secretary's table. 

They were then read. 

PROPOSITIONS : 
Offered to the Convention, by the Honorable Mr. Patterson, June 15, 1727 
[ Paper furnished by Gen. Bloomfield. ] 

1. Resolved, That the Articles of Confederation ought to be so revised, 
corrected, and enlarged, as to render the Federal Constitution adequate 
to the exigencies of Government, and the preservation of the Union. 

2. Resolred, That, in addition to the powers vested in the United 
States in Congress, by the present existing Articles of Confederaticn, 
they be authorized to pass acts for raising a revenne. by levying a duty 
or daties on all goods and merchandise of foreign growth or manufac- 
ture, imported into any part of the United States—by stamps on paper, 
vellum, or parchment—and by a postage on all letters and packages 
passing through the Genera) Post Office ; to be applied to such tederal 
purposes as they shall deem proper aud expedient—to make rules and 
regulations for the collection thereof, and the same, from time to time, 
| to alter and amend, in such manner as they shall think proper. To pass 
acts for the regulation of trade and commerce, as well with foreign na- 
| tions, as with each other—provided, that all punishments, fines. forleit- 
} ures, and penalties, to be incurred for contravening ench rules and regu- 
‘lations, shall be adjudged by the common law judiciary of the States in 
which any offence, contrary to the true intent and meaning of such rules 

and regulations, shall be committed or perpetrated; with liberty of com— 
mencing, m the first instance, all suits or prosecutions, for that purpose, 
in the superior common law jadiciary of sach State—subject, neverthe- 
less, to an appeal, for the correction of all errors, both in law and fact, 
in rendering judgment, to the Jodiciary of the United States. 
3. Resolved, ‘That, whenever requisitions shall be necessary. instead 
of the present rule, the United States, in Congress, be authorized to 
make such requisitions, in proportion to the whole number of white and 
other free citizens and inhabitants. of every age, sex, and condition, 
including those bound to servitude for a term of years, and three-fifths 
of all other persons not comprehended in the foregoing description, ex- 
cept Indians not paying taxes—that, if such requisitions be not compli- 
ed with in the time to be specified therein, to direct the collection 
thereof in the non-complying States ; and, for thet purpose, to devise 
and pass acts directing and authorizing the same—provided, that none 
of the powers hereby vested in the United States. in Congress, shall 
be exercised without the consent of at least —— States, and in that 
proportion, if the namber of Confederated States should be bereafier 
increased or diminished. 

4. Resolred, That the United States, in Congress, be aut!orized to 
elect a Federal Executive, to consist of persons, to continve in 
office for the term of yeurs ; to receive panctually, at stated times, 
a fixed compensation for the services by them rendered, in which no 
increase or diminution shall be made, so as to affect the persons com> 
posing the Exeentive at the time of such increase or diminution ; to be 
paid out of the federal treasury; to be incapable of holding any other 
office or appointment during their term of service. and for years 
tnereafier ; to be ineligible a second time, and removable, on impeach- 
ment and conviction for mal-practices or neglect of duty, by Congress, 
on application by a majority of the Executives of the several States. 
That the Pxecutive, besides a general authority to execute the federat 
acts, ought to appoint all federal officers not otherwise provided for, and 
to direct all military operstions—provided, that none of the persons 
composing the Federal | xecutive shall, on any oecasion, take command 
of any troops, so ax personally to conduct any military enterprize, as 
General, or in any shay capacity. 

5. Resolved. That a Federal Judiciary be established, to consist of a 
supreme tribunal. the Judzes of which to be appointed by the Execa- 
uve, and to hold their offices darmg good behaviour; to receive punctu- 
ally, at stated times, a fixed compensation for their services, in which 
vo increase or diminution shall be made, so as to affect the persons ac- 
tuaily in office at the time of such increase or diminution. ‘That the 
Judiciary, so established, shal! have authority to hear and determine, 
in the first instance. on all impeachments of federal officers ; and b 
way of appeal, in the dernier resort, in all cases touching the rights 
and privileges of ambassadors; in all cases of captures from an enemy ; 
in all cases of piracies and felonies on the high seas; in all cases im 
which foreigners may be interested, in the construction of any treaty 
or treaties, o1 which may arise on any act or ordinance of Congress for 
the regulation of trade, or the colleetion of the federal revenue. That 
none of the gee gtd officers shall, during the ume they remain in of- 
fice. be capable of receiving or holding any other office or appointment 
during their term of service, or for —— thereafter. 

6. Resolved, ‘That the legislative, executive, and judiciary powers, 
within the several States, ought to be bound, by oath, to support the 
Articles of Union. 

7. Resolved, Thall all acts of the United States, in Congress assem- 
bled, made by virtne and in pursuance of the powers hereby vested in 
them, and by the Articles of the Confederation, and all treaties made 
and ratified under the authority of the United States, shall be the su- 
preme law of the respective States, as far as those acts or treaties shall 
relate tu the said States, or their citizens ; and that the judiciaries of 
the Several States shall be bound thereby in their decisions, any thing 
in the respective laws of the individual States to the contrary notwith- 
standing. 

And, if any State, or any body of men in any State. shall oppose or 
prevent the carrying into execution such acta or treaties, the Federal 
Executive shall be authorized to call forth the powers of the Confede- 
rated States, or so much thereof as may be necessary to enforce and 
compel aa obedience to such acts, or an observance of such treaties. 

8. Resolved, That provision ought to be made for the admission of 
new States into the Union. 

9. Resolved, That provision ought to be made for hearing and decide 
upon all disputes arising between the United States and an individual 
State, respecting territory. 

10. Resolved, That the rule for naturalization ought to be the same in 
every State. 

11. Resolred, That a citizen of one State, committing an offence in 
} another State, shall be deemed guilty of the same offence as if it bad 
been committed by a citizen of the State in which the offence was com- 
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hey were flattered by this labored efiort to exalt them beyond the truth. | a stigma aud disgrace to those who cherish and promulgate the sentiment. | 


It was moved by Mr. Madison, seconded by Mr. Sherman, to refer 
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the resolutions offered by Mr. Patterson, toa Committee of the Whole 
House. —Which passed in the affirinative. 

it was moved by Mr. Rutledge, seconded by Mr. Hamilton, to re- 
commit the resolutions reported from a Coinmittee of the Whole House. 

‘hich passed in the affirmative. . 

Resolved, That thie House will, to-morrow, resolve itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, to consider of the state of the Union. 
And then the House adjourned till to-morrow at 11 o'clock, A. M. 
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ORIGINAL. 
FOR THE BANNER OF THE CONSTITUTION. 


TO THE EDITOR. 

I have lately seen your paper of the Sth ultimo, containing 
suine strictures on an article in the Eacyclopadia Americana, 
vuder the bead of “ The Cotton Manufacture.” Having, a: 
the request of the Editor of that work, furnished the materials 
for the article in question, [deem it ne more then an act ot 
justice to bimm to make this avowal, that the character of the 
work may not suffer for my mistakes; and I have to request 
you, #s an act of justice to myself, to correct several errors of 
your printer, iv copying the article—as noted in the aunexed 
list of errata. 

You will perceive that all these errors materially mar both 
the sense and the language; but I should hardly have troubled 
you oa the subject, but for the misapprehension which the imis- 
take in relation to the quantity of Cotton has led you into, aud 
which you have made the matter of comment. ‘The estimate 
of the cotton menufactared in the United States, in the article 
in question, ts 35,000,000 pounds: it was intended, as stated, 
tobe a moderate one, The quantity has been variously esti 
mted, from 100 to 200,000 bales. The writer is now of opi- 
nion that his estimate was too low, and that 50,000,000 pounds 
would be nearer the truth. As all the oiher estimates, of yards, 
amount, &c. were founded on the quautity of cotton, a corres 
ponding addition should be made, but not to the extent of your 
own calculation. Lam not in the habit of reading the Banner 
of the Constitution, and confess that the tenor of the remarks 
vn this article have a good deal surprised me. 

In the first place, it is stated, that “ the article is evidently 
drawo up by one who does not understam! the principles of 
Political Economy, and who, in consequence thereof, asserts, 
as admitted, some positions not at all supported by the facts of 
the case."" The meaning is somewhat obscure: it would seem 
tu be, that some of the facts (positions) asserted as admitted, 
are not in conformity with the priaciples of Political Econo- 
my, and of course would not be admitted by a Political Econ- 
omtst, however true they might be. [I am happy to confess 
my iguorance in such a school. I have always made my sys- 
tem couform to facts, and have not learned to reject facts, 
merely because they are too stubborn to conform to my system. 

lu furnisking the article in question, | understood the Fiditor 
to apply to me, as a practical man, to furnish matters of fact. 
I according!y confined myself to facts, with a few estimates, 
which were intended to be eotirely within the truth. I did vot 
putin a siogle spice of political economy, good or bad. It is 
true the limits of the article required great condensation in the 
statement of the facts, but care was taken that nothing should 
he stated, whether in the way of assertion, position, or assump 
tion, which had not been ascertained to he true. There is one 
single opinion, most cautiously put forth, which you denounce 
#3 @ inost impertiment philosophizing, aad that is, tbe thinking 
certain eoumerated advantages would more than baiance the 
disadvantage in the cost of machinery, and make it seem not 
improbable that this country will be the future source of sup- 
ply, in coarse cottons, for fereign markets. Is it so great a 
crime for a poor statist to think—to have an opinion—especi 
ally when the facts are stated on which the opinion is founded ! 

The frets which you seem to think cannot be true, are—Ist, 
that American cottons are shipping to Asia: 2d, that there 1 
any thing, which can be called a competition, going on, in fo- 
reiga usarkets, betwixt the coarse cotivus of British and Ame 
rean manufacture. Now, on these points, we are directly at 
issne. | assert the affirmative, and am ready to sustain Ht by 
proving that ét is so, and to show, by ** facts, as a well authen- 
ticated basis of reasoning,” that U ought to be so. This wil: 
require some detail. In the mean time, Twill content myseli 
with stating, that several cotton mills are now iu the process 
of being erected in this viemity, for the porpose of furnishing 
these goods, in order to meet the increasing export demand, ty 
the very teeth of Briti-h competion. Lam my self iuvesting 
capitalevery freely, for my means—in these establishmenis 
You will naturally suppose neither my associates sor aryself 
have made up our minds to do this without a thorough exam 
ination of the subject. No, sir, we hive probed it te the bot 
tom, and we believe our practical jaformation as sale a guide 
to follow as any principle of political econowy which you can 
quote froin the books, to prove that we are undertaking a ruin- 
ous speculation, : 

Aud now, sir, I will make vou a proposition: If vou will 
give an intimation, in the paper in which you publish this, that 
it will be agreeable to you to receive and publish it, T wail pre- 
pare a detailed statemeut of the facts in the case, relating to 
the cotton meunafacture—and will support those facts by evti- 
dence which shi /l be satisfactory to yourself. 1 make this pro- 
position with some reluctance, because it will require the oc- 
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eupation of time which is wanted for my own affuirs—but my | 


inducement to do it is this: you say, in substance, the existing 
excitemen: against the Tariff, in the Southern States, is found- 
ed on @ belief that the nation pays a tax of ten millions of dol- 
lars to the master-maaufacturers of cottons. You express this 
in a mannet which implies that you entertain the same opinion, 
aud are aware that this opimon is incompatible with the fact 
that we do manufacture and sell coarse cottons as cheap as the 
british do. You express a desire to allay this Southern excite- 
ment. Kvery friend to his country must feel the same. I will, 
therefore, willingly devote myself to a labor, which may, per- 
haps, have some teudency to this result—since it would seem, 
from your remark, that that section of the country is under a 
total misapprehension of the facts in relation to the cotton ma- 
nufacture. 

You ask, and will, perhaps, again ask, why, if this be true, 
do not the cotton manufacturers come forward and propose a 
reduction of the duty? 1 might, with more pertinence, ask, 
why the cotton growers have not deve the same thing in refer- 
ence to the duty on cotton? It has about the same effect as 


of Surat Cottons. ‘They would form a convenient element to 
enable us to compete with the inferior British imitations of our 
cottons. A duty of one or two cents a-yard, on coarse cottons, 
would be equally eifectual, in excluding them, as the present 
ariff; bat Psuppose you will agree with me that it would af- 
ford a verv weak argument is favor of repealing the duty on 
votton, that eertain persons in New Hampshire had worked 
themselves into a belief that they were paying a tax of three 
cents a-pound, to the Georgia planter, on every pound of cot- 
ton consumed to thet State, The Tariff has equal effect ia 
hoth exses—but that upon cotton goods has au important bear- 
ing ov the finer branches of the manufacture, which are io 
comparative infuney : and itis only on their account that the 
manufacturer obj-c's to a redaction of duty. 
You chieet to my voltieal eeonomy—I, on the other hand, 
am not quite eatished cath cours. You coosider the cireum- 
Stance, thet our export of cotions ameunts only to one millon 
of dollars, as evidence thatwe do not compete with the British 
in the article of course cottons Now, according to my philo- 
sopliy, the fact that we duo regularly export ane million of those 
gouds, iS AS compiete evidence of svecessfini compention, as if 
the quantity were quadrapled. Our market cacvot overflow 
at all; or, in other words, goods connot be exported at all, 
votil they have fulen to the exporting price, which is regulat- |} 
ed by the British price. A constant and regular export, though 
small im queutity, is as complete evidence of the price, as any 
larger quantity—tt only shows the smatl excess of our menu- 
facture over our owu consumptiou—and yet T think you great- 
ly undervalue our mauofseture in its imost ippertant bearing 
on our pattonal interests, the consumption of our own raw ma- 
terial. According to your own estimate, we manufacture two 
hundred thousand bales, whilst the consumption of American 
cotton ia Great Britain is only five hundred theusend bales— 
making our manufueture 40 per centem on the British, so far 
as concerns our Own cotton. My own estimate is somewhat 
lower—say about one-third of the British. 
You quote the observation in reference to the depression of 
the cotton manuf :eture ia F.nglaad, that neither the capital nor 
labor employed in that business were then receiving a fair re- 
muneration, as good evidence that we cannot successfully com- 
pete with Great Britain in the manufacture. This will not 
pass as a good argument in the school of Political Eeonomy in 
which I have studied. It is there considered a settled princi- 
ple, that the labor and capital devoted to a business depressed 
below the average, or fair remuneration, in other branches of 
industey, will be withdrawn, aatil the equilibrium is restored. 
It would seem impossible to mistake my meaning as referring 
to any but a temporary state of things, of course wholly inap- 
plicable to an argumeut on the general question ;—in fact, my 
whole statement was made in opposition to this very uufavor- 
able state of thiugs. ‘The iotervening year, since the article 
was written, bas very much mitigated the severity of that de 
pression in Eagiand—the eflect of which bas been, to restore 
the manufacture, iv this country, to its former prosperity. You 
think little of the advantages whieh I have enumerated as [a- 
voring the Ameriean manufacture. IT made no estimate of the 
amount of those advantages: but | wil! de so, if you will give 
me an opportunity. We shall not discerree in relation to them. 
Your estimate in regard to cetten is av high as myown. You 
mmquire why the English manufacturer cannot also have the 
advantage of female labor? The best answer will be in the 
facts of the case, which are at your service, and are very in- 
ieresting in relation to the whole subjeet. You refer to me in 
connection with “other writers on the sane side.” 1 suppose 
you refer to the Tariff. Pray, in what part of the article do 
vou discover a leaning to either side—and which side is it 7 
You tell a very pleasant fish-story, for my especial benefit. 1 
think you may find a better application of it nearer home. I 
might return the compliment, by giving you au account of the 
alarm voce created in this city by the annaaciativn of the har- 
hor being closed by ice, when several vessels were ready for 
sen, until the story was traced to a learned Philosopher, who 
appealed for the truth of it to his Burometer—but | postpone it 
tor the present. 
Boston, Jan. 7th, 1231. THE WRITCLR, &c. 
Errata referred to above. 
Tu third paragraph, for city, read cities—Same paragraph, for compar- 
ed value, read declared value—tIn fourth paragraph, for 35,000,000, read 
35,0vU,000—-A little below, for progress, read process. 





FOR THE BANNER OF THE CONSTITUTION. 





THE EFFECTS. OF FREE TRADE FROM A REDUCTION 
Or THLE MOLASSES TAX. 

The following is from one of the Je ding journals iu Maine, 
which is conducted with oncommon ability : 


From the Portland Argus. 


———— eB ee --— - 


Congress, to the House of Representatives, except one, will be 


found to be firm opponents of the act of 1828, aud ready to give 
all their aid 0 reforming it. 

Some of the Maine Delegation distinguished themselves in 
opposing the aet of Isle. ‘There were few speeches whiels 
received and merited higher graise than Mr. Anderson’s against 
the molasses tax. Among the new Members, Mr. Jarvis aud 
Mr. Kavenagh will both be found to be able and zealous oppo- 
nents of the preseat unequal and unjust system of taxation. As 
tu the Senate, Mr. Sprague voted against the act of 1828, and 
if he does not allow bis party prejudices to overrule his seal 
Opinions upon the restrictive system, a3 well as his duly toa vast 
majority of his constituents, he will be found en the side of 
free trade, as well as his colleague. 

Maine, then, may be fully relied upon, by the friends of a 
liberal and just policy, to join in any effort to repeal or modify 
the existing tariff law; and so may New Hampsture, her whole 
Delegation, with the exception of Mr. Bell, of the Senate, be- 
ing in fever of a judicious modification of the act of Le2n. 
With regard to the revivul of the molasses trade, noticed by 
the Argus, the repeal of only half the tax has already put iu 
motion an immense quantity of shipping, probably for the 
whole Luion sot Jess than 50.000 tons. For, be it remembered, 
this wseful staple is purchased in exchange for some of the 
most bu'ky of our exports, sach a3 staves, boards, fish, live 
stuck, provisions of ail sorts, &e. &e. Consequently, they oc- 
cupy an unusual! quantity of shipping, aud give an increased 
vaine to the productions of the fisherman, the farmer, and the 
lumberman, besides lowering the price of a cheap and whole- 
some article of fuod. ‘The tax, however, is still a heavy one, 
at least 60 or 70 per cent. on the cost., aud we hope will he 
still further reduced when the whole qvestion of high daties 
shall undergo that investigation aod reformation which is so 
loudly called for by a vast majority of the pation. 

The molasses tax was ove of the features of the act of 1828 
which was pot rejisbed by the New England Tariff party, who, 
with that gross inconsistency whieh has marked their whole 
course, complained of alinost every em of the protecting sys- 
tem which bears upen them, but favors the people of any other 
section. The theory of the incorporated manufacturers of New 
England is, to protect all domestic manufactures and productions—= 
but the application of this principle they attempt to confine to 
their own benefit. 

Thus Mr. Webster, Mr. Davis, Mr. Gorham, Mr. Everett, 
&c. while they deuowuced a tax on the molasses, which, high 
as it was, did pot amount to more than $ 500,000, because 
their manu faeturing eonstitueuis derived ov bevefit from n— 
they advocated duties on woollens and cottons averaging at 
least 80 or 90 per cent., and which impose a tax on the con- 
summers of at least 15 or 20,000,000 dollars. 

Some of them finally voted against the act of 1823; but they 
did so because the duties op woollens were aot high enough. 
This was clearly evinced by their voting for Mr. Mallary’s 
amendment, which went for an increase of the duties on wool- 
lens beyoud what were finally enacted. The inference, there- 
fore, is, uot that they are opposed to the principle of the act of 
Inze, but that they wished io coohne is operation to those ar- 
ticles which were chiefly manufactured by those whose inter- 
ests they were sent to Congress to represeut—we mean the 
incorporated manufacturers of New England ; aud this corres- 
ponds with the fact, as evineéd by their speeches and cooduct 
since the passage of the tariff act of 1&8e. 

it is satisfactory to fiad that two of the New England States 
are souod upon the tariff question, and such changes are now 
going oa in Massachusets as give good ground of hope that her 
population will next vear join in the call for a reform of the ex- 
isting tariff, and that some of her Betegation will have virtue 
and mdependence evough to abstain from withholding their aid 
at the next Cougress, in the periorinance of that good work. 

Boston. A FREE-TRADER. 





EDITORIAL CORRESPONDENCE. 





Wasuineron City. Jan. 1, 1£31. 

If Mr. Secretary Ingham's plan of subjecting foreign articles 
toduty by the steudiard of their value in our market be adopted, 
would it not eflectually aad positively exciude every thipg com- 
ing ja competition wiih American articles? I cannot bring 
iny mind to any other conclusion. For iostance, a particular 
quality of American broadcloth can be sold at a fair profit to 
the manufacturer, say for five dollars the yard, British or other 
foreign cloth of similar quality, is charged with daty at the 
same price. Willit fiud purchasers with the addition of the 
duty while the American can be bought witheat it? 

‘This must be the consequence, or an anreascnable eshance- 
ment of the price of both. 

lam not a political economist, but with you my motive will 








Jat instant; and have been sold, with the exception of about 50) bhds. 
stored for home consumption. 
wharves, and belonging to the port, 4 ships, 5 barques, 41 brigs, 25 
schrs. and 7 sloops, mostof which are fitting away. 

The Argus has always been on the free trade side ; but, till 
Within a short period, the question now at issue between the 
two parties, viz. whether the interests of nine-tenths of the 
people shall be sacrificed to the other one-tenth, has not excited 
that attention in Maine which it ought to have dene, consider- 
ing that she is the third State in respectio navigation, and that 
navigation and commerce will, for 100 years to come, at least, 
be her principal source of prosperity—since it is the perfect free- 
dom of commerce which can alone give the full value to the 
vast quantities ef timber whieh now covers a large portion of 
her territory, and also the produce of her fisheries, which are 
every year becoming more and more important. To these 
branches of trade add the business of carrying the products of 
the Southern and Middle States, which she ean do cheaper 
than any other State in the Union, and which depends on the 
free trade system. Wo say, looking at the position of this 
State, and the character of ber productions, there is none in the 
Union more deeply interested in bringing back our commerce 
and navigation to their former flourishing condition than the 
State of Maine. 

These, too, | am glad to find, are the opinions entertained 
by the most enightened portion of the citizens of Maine, as 
may be seen by the best conducted journals, and by the faet 
that, at the late election, the candidates for aseat in Congress 





would a duty on coals at Neweastle. At the same time, if the 
duty were off cotton, we should occasionally see some cargoes 





favorable to the anti-eommercial or taxiug system, were all 
defeated except one, and that their whole Delegation in the next 





Abont 5,000 bids. Molasses have been imported into this pert since | 


Yesterday morning there were ai vor 
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| Battimore, Jan. 17, 1831. 

| When on a visit to the City of Washington last winter, 
[ called aod subseribed to your paper, with which TI should’ be 
singular, | think, if I should say I have not been both edified 
aud iastructed. 4, of course, sir, except those who are so firmly 
wedded to the restrictive system, either by seli-interest, partisau 
polities, or rank prejudice, +* that they would not believe though 
une were to arise from the dead.” 

I trust that your new location has already, and will con 
tinue to be of great advantage to yourself, which must inevita- 
bly result to the advantage of the public good aad our common 
country ; for | have a better opinion of my countrymen thau 
was expressed of the Jews of old, that though ‘light came into 
the world, they preterred darkness rather than light.” If, how- 
ever, they prove alike, it will undoubtedly be for the same 
cause. 

With my best wishes for your success, as well as the success 
of the great principles yeu advocate, 

I remain, &c. 


Missouri, Dec. 29, 1830. 

Ta no part of the United States, are correct opinions on the 
subject of political economy more needed than in Missouri. 
Our Legislature have not only tariffed sales at avetion to an 
immoderate extent, but have just chartered an Insuranee Com- 
pany, and, to deprive the consume: of competition, have tarifl- 
ed the agents of Eastern companies. I observe you express 
a wish to learn from your subscribers in the western country— 
_ how prices of goods with us are affected by the tariff. Lama 
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considerable customer to the Pitsburg manufacturers. An- 

nexed I make out from my invoices of the past season, the | 
relative prices there and at Liverpool. Ifa reference to these 

facts can be of any use to you, please use them. As a west- 

ern merchant, itis indifferent to me as to where | make my 

purchases, and to what rate of duty goods may pay. The 

consumers are the parties most interested. 
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In 1822 to 1824, hammered bar iron sold at Pittsburg for 
100 to 110 dollars per ton. In 1830, 100 to 112 dollars: has 
been paid. Hoop, sheet, and rolled tire iron has not fallen 


more than 5 to 10 per cent within the last five years in Pitts- 
burg. 
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The reader will find ip our paper of to day, a copy of a peti- 
tion about to be presented to Congress, signed by upwards of 
350 blacksmiths and manufacturers of hard-ware inthe city of 
Philadelphia, praying fer a reduction of the duty on iron. This 
petition is a piece of master-workmanship, which, for sound 
and sensible reasoning, clear and lucid expression, and scientific 
combination of theory and practice, has never beew exceeded 
by any document presented to a legislative body, by apy class 
of mechanics, in this or any other country. As a native of the 
city from which this document proceeds, we feel proud of this 
able exposition of a matter neressarily involved in an obscu- 
rity which pone but intelligent practical mechanics ceuld clear 
away, and we say without hesitation, that those who furnished 
the materials and the reasonivg of which this petition is made 
up, have rendered no small service to the nation. We recom- 
mend it most earnestly to the perusal of every enlightened 
friend of the manufacturing interests of the country. They 
will there see the issue fairly made up between the iron mas- 
ters, that is, the rich owners of tron mines, and the iron man- 
ufactures, that is, the mechanics, the workingmen, the black- 
smiths and artificers, by whose industry the raw material is 
converted into articles fit for use, and they will there see most 
conclusively demonstrated, that what is called a duty, for 
the protectwon of the manufacturers of iron, is a duty for their 
destruction. 

In this petition there is one point of view in which this sub- 
ject is presented, which will strike many as altogether new. 
Heretofore ineall the discussions which have taken place on. this 
question, the interests of the owners of forges and rolling and 
slitting moills, that is, of those who convert the pig iron into a 
form fit for use, as bars, rods, plough share moulds, d&c., were 
identical with the owners of the mines and furnaces which 
convert the ore into pig iron. [t is now proved that this is not 
the case, for if is shown that if pig iron were admitted duty 
free, a greater extent could be given to these branches of in- 
dustry than they now enjoy. 

But what will a sensible commnnity say to the absurdity of 
a policy which, by way of protecting the industry of black- 
smiths, and other artificers of iron, renders it absolutely advan- 
tageous to those who manufacture stove doors and other small 
articles composed of sheet iren, to import jappaoned tea trays 
to work up inte such objects rather than to import the sheet 
iron itself? And yet such is the fact, which reflects just about 
as much credit upon the wisdom of our law makers, as would 
the enacting of a law for the encouragement ef shoe makers, 
which would render it advantageous for them to import boots 
to be cut up into shoes, rather than to import the leather itself. 
To a tariff man it would instantly occur, ne doubt, as it did 
last winter to the committee on manufactures, of the Senate, 
that toe way to meet this anomaly, would be to increase the 
duty upon hardware. But not so do these sensible and patri- 
uc mechanics think. They think, and with reason too, that if 
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the duty on hardware were increased, so as to overcome the. 


duty on the raw material, the use of wood, leather, and other | 
substances, would be substitated for that of iron. They might 
have added that smuggling would destroy what is left of their 
business, and thus Congress would aet the part of a cruel pa- 
rent, who, when bis son asks for bread, gives him a@ slone.— 
That smugling would take piace to an immense extent, in hard- 
ware, were the duties increased, mvay be manifest from the fol- 
lowing article copied from the National Gazette : 

A writer in the New York Gazette of Thursday, makes the 
following statements as to the port ef New York: 


“ We lve learned a singular fact, which we presume the authori- 
ties at Washington cannot be aware of, that there are at present about 
one hundred and twenty ressels discharging eargoes, which probabiy may 
be estimated in value at many millions of doljars, and these vesseis are 
guarded by one solitary indivulual as a night watch—that is to say there 
are three inspectors, who alternately keep watch at night, aided by two 
or three bargemen—and that three miles of wharf on the East River, 
and nearly the sant on the North River, with a forest of masts, are left, 
we may say, wholly unprotected.” , a ° . . ° 

“ We have it from authority that there are houses in England, which 
will contract for 15 per cent. to land any goods free of duty, in any part 
of the United States.”’ 


But the merit of this petition does not merely consist in 
a detail of facts. It is an able criticism upon the Report of 
the Committee of Manufactures, made te the Senate daring 
the last session of Congress, upen the petition of the black- 
smiths, aud completely upsets every position there assumed 
in opposition to the redoetion of the duties on iron. Can 
a policy any longer be pretended to be for the benefit of the 
workers in iron, when they themselves protest against it? 
We think not, and we therefore hope that Congress, if it does 
not reduce the duty on iron, will at least, enact a separate law 


on the subject, with the following title and preamble, as ex- 
pressive of its real object: 


An Act for the benefit of the Proprietors of Iron Mines. 


‘‘ Whereas, there are in Pennsylvania and Maryland extensive iron 
mines,which were advantageously worked when the duty on foreign iron 
was but five per cent., ad valorem, and which could be advantageously 
worked if the duty were again reduced to that rate: And whereas, there 
are in the same and other States, ettensive iron mines, of so burren a 
nature that they are not worth the expense of working, unless iron can 
be artificially kept up at the price of 9) to 100 dollars per ton: And 
whereas, the prosperity of every branch of industry, whether it be ag- 
riculture, navigation, manufxctures, or the mechame arts, very grea ly 
depend upon having cheap iron, an article so essential to the farmer for 
agricultural implements, to the shipbuilder for bolts and fastenings and 
smiths’ work, to the mannfacturer, for machinery, steam —. &c., 
and to the mechanic,for the implements of his trade: And whereas, the 
employment of tens of thousands of blacksmiths and other artificers, 
who convert iron into hard-ware, and other articles of manufacture, de- 
pends in @ great upon the cheapness of iron, yet, neVertheless, 
it bemg of much greater importance to the country, that the owners of 
worthless mines should be made rich, and that the owners of the pro- 
ductive mines should be enabled to ride in eoaches, be it therefore en- 
acted,” &c. 





It appears by the proceedings of Congress of the 14th inst., 
that a bill passed the senate, and was sent to the House of 
Representatives for concurrence, ‘* Concerning the Gold Coins 
of the United States.” As we have not noticed any bill before 
that body upon the subject of gold coins, except the oue intro- 
duced by Mr. Sanford, for reducing the weight of gold contain- 
ed in the eagle and its fractions, we presume it to be that bill, 
and the following remarks are written under that impression. 

In our paper of the 12th iost., we offered some observations 
upon the bill in question, which we consider te be one involving 
more important considerations than any measure that bas been 
hefore Congress during the present session, aod the apathy and 
indifference which have been manifested in relation to it by the 
public, have been truly surprising. Should that bill pass, the 
sole objeet of which is to attempt to cure an imaginary evil, it 
may entail upon this nation consequences so disastrous, that no 
man, who recolleets the misery which this country has under- 
gone from a system of paper money, can regard them without 
horror; and as this is a question in which every individual is 
coucerned, we beseech the attention of the reader to the fol- 
lowing exposition of its true character. 

By the law enacted in 1792, for regulating the coins of the 
United States, it was declared, that the relative talue between 
gold and silver, should be in the proportion of 1 to 15; that is, 
that one ounce of pure gold should be the equivalent of fifteen 
ounces of pure silver. This proportion, at the time it was es- 
tablished, was somewhere near the proportion existing in the 
general market of the commercial world, and so long as that 
proportion continued to exist abroad, gold and silver were in- 
terchangeable in the United States at the rate fixed by law ; 
for, whenever money was wanted for exportation to Europe, it 
was just as advantageous to send one metal as the other. This 
interchangeability lasted, without any interruption, untif some- 
where about the year 1815, when, owing to some one or more 
causes which it is got necessary here to inquire into, this pro- 
portion underwent a change in the general market of the trading 
world, by which the value of one ounce of gold was enhanced 
so as to be worth something more than fifteen ounces of silver. 
As soon as this took place, our gold coins began to be export- 
ed ; for, whenever specie was required to be sent to Europe, 
the preference was given to gold, because an eagle could be 
sold abroad for more than tea silver dollars. Nay, as soon as 
the variation from the established mint rates took place to the 
extent of three or four per cent., it beeame an object for mer- 
chants to export gold, for the sake of the profit they could de- 
rive from drawing a bill of exchange on the proceeds of its sale. 
At length, by degress, the gold coins ali disappeared, and the 
coinage became almost entirely suspended. 

This disappearance, however, of the gold coins, has not been 
attended with any practical inconvenience to the people of the 
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United States. Av abundant circulation of silver, and of bank 
notes of five and ten dollars, convertible on demand inuto silver. 
has answered all useful purposes, and we are not aware that 


the slightest disadvantage would occur, if a gold coin should 


never again make-its appearance. As to the gold produced at 

the mines of the South, it will always command its full value of 
silocr in the bullion market, like any other commodity, and, if sol 
for exportation in ingots, it will afford to the producers the 

same returns as if consumed at home in manufactures, whilst 

the Government will save the expenses of converting it into 
coin. The question wkich pow presents itself to the nation, is 
this: Shall we, for the sake of curing an imaginary evil, incur’ 
the hazard of a calamity, the results of which no one can fally 
foresee? Te this, every one will undoubted!y answer in the 
negative; but we shall be asked, what is this calamity? ‘This: 
we shall proceed to explain. 

The bill under consideration declares, that, hereafter, the le: 
gal proportion existing between gold and silver, shall not be 
that of 1 to 15, but of 1 to 159-10. In other words, that here- 
after, in the coinage of the United States, 1 ounce of gold shalt 
be the equivalent of 15 9-10 ounces of silver. This new pro- 
portion is adopted hecause the Committee which reported this 
bill, is of opinion, or has ascertained that that is, at this time, 
the market proportion of the trading world. Now let us sup- 
| pose that this proportion should be adopted, and that gold and 
silver again become interchangeable at these proportions. Let 
us then suppose that these new proportions again undergo a 
change in the market of the trading world, whieh market, let 
it never be forgotten, controls this question in spite of all the laws 
which Congress can make. Now, if the change should be such 
as to euhance the value of gold in comparison with silver, so as 
to carry the proportion to TF to 1-2, then the proposed law 
would cease to operate, and all the gold brought into the coun- 
try in the mean time, would again flow eut of it, and we should 
be the losers of the expenses of the importation, of the coinage, 
and of the exportation. But, should the change take place the 
other way—that is, should gold fall in value im relation to sil- 
ver, and eme ounce again become in the general market of the 
trading werld, worth ouly 15 ounces of silver, the consequence 
would be the exportation of all the silver dollars and half dollars, 
and we shoeld be teft with a gold carreacy only, except as re- 
gards the small fraetions of a doilar, which would be too much 
worn to be exported as bullion. Now, let any one ask him- 
self, what would be the condition of this country, voder such a 
currency? Between the quarter of an eagle and the quarter 
of a dollar, there would be no intermediate coin. Could the 
community carry on its transactions in such a state of things 7 
It would be impossible. And what would be the remedy? 
Clearly one of two measures. First, the State Banks would all 
he authorized to issue notes of one dollar, and the country 
would be inundated with a small. paper currency: or, secondly, 
Congress would diminish the quantity of silver coutaiocd’ in a 
dollar, in order to bring back silver. 

Now, can any man, who has any property at. stake, who is 
at all interested in the fulfilment of centracts, look upon either 
of these results but as. pregnant with disaster? If the resort 
should be te veall bank notes, all the States which have now 
so far advaneed im the science of politieal eeonomy as to have 
expelled them from circulation, would, of necessity, be again 
Hdriven to their adoption ; and those States which are now 
behind the others in scientific knowledge, would bave the quan- 
tity of rags now circulating amongst them, increased an hundred 
fold. Can any one contemplate such a currency without being 
satisfied, that the remotest Reiis of its recurrence should not 
be invited by any act designed to secure a mere problematical 
benefit ? 

If, on the other hand, the resort should be to a reduction of 
the weight of the silver dollar, how could this be effected with- 
outa breach of public faith, and the violation of all private eoa- 
tracts, to a much greater extent than would have alzeady taken 
place by the passage of the bill now under diseussion? Let. 
people who have mortgages, ground rents, annuities, and other 
securities of a permauent nature, look at this. It is now pro- 
posed, and actually agreed to by the Senate, that all creditors 
may discharge existing coatracts with. a less quantity of gold 
than they stipulated to pay in fulfilment of them. The next 
step may be, to say, that they may discharge them with a less 
quantity of silver than. they stipulated to pay, and if an en- 
croachment is once made upon the obligation of contracts, 
where is the point at which they will stop? If Congress says 
now, that ap eagle shall only contain, as is preposed in *he bili 
under discussion, 254 38-53 grains of standard gold, instead of 
270 grains, the present weight, why may it not declare, three 
years hence,, that the American dollar, instead of weighing 
17 dwt. 6 grains, shall.only weigh 15 dwt.? It was by public 
frauds of this very description, that, in England and France, all 
creditors were cheated by successive enactments, diminishing 
the weight of the coins, whilst the same denomination was re- 
tained. The pound sterling of England was. originally a pound 
of silver, which was cutinto twenty equal parts, called shillings. 
The same pound is now coined into 66 pieces, called shillings, 
twenty of which, are, by law, a legal tender for a debt of one 
pound, so that if there are now any very ancient contracts ex- 
isting, the ereditor and his successive heirs have been defrauded 
of more than. two-thirds of their property. The livre of France, 
as its name imports, was, originally, a pound of silver, which, 
by successive diminutions, has been frittered away to about the 





value of 19 ceuts, which is less than a sevenueth part of its 
original weight. What security will our posterity have, that 
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the same policy will not be pursued towards them, if this first 
step made towards it under this Government, be not arrested ? 

But there is ove view of this subject which ought not to pass 
uonoticed. Toa Mr. Sanford’s dill, as first published, aud, as 
we suppose, as passed, it is declared as follows : 


“And the said gold coins shall be a legal tender in all payments, when 
of full weight, according to their respective values—and when of less 
weight, at less values, proportionate to their respective actual weight.” 


Now, we should like to be ivformed, in what article of the 
Constitution auy power has been delegated to Congress to de- 
clare any thing, even gold and stlver, a legal tender except in 
payment of debts due to the Government, or to impair the ob- 
jigatioa of contracts? We have sot been able to discover any. 
By the eighth ariicle, it is declared as follows: 

Congress shall have power “to coin money, regulate the 
walue thereof, and of foreign coin, and fix the standard of 
aveights aud measures.” 

Now, the power to coin money, is a mere power to make 
coins; the power to regulate the value thereof, is a power to 
establish the weight of the coins, and their value as exchangea- 
ble one for the other ; aud under this power the relative value 
of gold and silver, we have vo doubt, can be altered, so far as 
the same can be effected without violating the obligation of 
contracts due by the Government to its creditors. But the 
power to coin money, and to regulate its value, implies no 
power to authorize A to discharge a debt to B, under a con- 
tract wherein the payment of one hundred ounces of gold, or, 
fifteen hundred ounces of silver, was contracted for, with any 
jess quantity of gold or siver, auy more than the power to fix 
the standard of weights and measures, would authorize Con- 
gress to make it lawful for C to discharge a debt due to D, 
fur the annual payment of a rent of one hundred bushels of 
wheat, or, one thousand pounds of iron, with avy less quantity 
than the quantity stipulated. Itis no doubt conceived by some, 
that beeause the tenth article of the Constitution declares, 

No State shall ** coin money; emit bills of credit; make anv 
thing but gold and silver coin a tender in payment of debts; 
pass any bill of attainder, ex post facto law, or law impairing 
the ebidgetion of contracts,” it follows that Cougress possesses 
such powers. This would be true if the Federal Government 
were a government of unlimited powers; but this is not the 
case, and it cannot exercise any power but what is clearly dele- 
gated. ‘That of making legal tenders, has never been delegated 
to it, and Congress, in our humble apprehension, has no more 
right to say that 254 grains and a fraction of gold, shall be a 
legal tender in discharge of a debt for ten dollars, than it has to 
say, that 15 dwts. of silver shall be a legal tender for one dol- 
lar That we are not alove in this opinion, will appear from 
an article on * Banks and Currency,” aseribed to Albert Gal- 
latin, Esq., published in the December number of the American 
4Quarterly Review, p. 441, in which it is expressly deciared, 
that ** this body, (Congress) has po authority to make any thing 
whatever a teuder in payment of private debts.” 

Of the liability to future changes im the relative value of goli 
and silver, Mr. Sanford is perfectly aware, as appears from bis 
report, which we shall hereafter publish. But he considers this 
as a matter of very litle consequence, because, as he says, 
** When they take place, the remedy ts, to act again upon the 
principle which led two preceding adjastments, and to conform 
the coins to the actual relative value ef the two metals.” For 
this frank admission, Mr. Sanford deserves credit. He teils u- 
plainly, that “minute veriations in the relative value of goid 
and silver occur without evd ;” but he thinks “ those which are 
of sufficient extent te expel one of the metals from circulation, 
are of slow progress,” and he thinks that the coinage should be 
altered, from time to time, so as to meet these chonges. Bat 
can he guarantee that a future Congress will no: dimimish the 

weight of the silver dollar, instead of increasing the weight of 
the gold eagle, should any future change require an alteration 
of the legal proportion! We think vot. But even admitung 
the possibility, that the siiver coias should remain untouched, 
what inconveniences would vot result from having a number of 
gold coins of the same denomination, of different weights, cir- 
culuting at the same time? Would not such an inconvenience 
be a thousand times greater than the want of a gold currency, 
and would it not multiply the expenses of the mint, aud subject 
the holders of coin to losses upon the re-coinage? 

Our limits do not permit us to pursue this subject further, but 
if any person wishes to see it most ably treated, he can do so, 
hy veferring to an article published in the National Gozette of 
11th inst., under the signature of * An Economist,” which we 
shall re-publish in our next paper, believing this question to be 
af vital importance to the community. 


> J 





In this paper of 8th of December, (page 16,) was published 
an article from the Encyclopedia Americana, upon the subject 
of the Cotton Manufacture, with some comments, in which we| 
signified our opinion, that whilst the statistical facts coptained 
io it were valuable, there were positions advanced which were 
unsound and inappropriate. At the time of writing those 
comments, we had not the least knowledge of the part of the 
country in which the author resided, and the article itself was, 
in fact, copied from one of the various newspapers into which 
4t had been transcribed. It seems, however, that the writer of 
the article considers that injustice has been done him, and he 
has addressed to us a communication which will be found in 
this day's paper. 

As regards the typographical errors to which our correspond- 


eee 


was used on the occasion, and we certainly regret that an erro- 
neous substitution of one set of figures therein for another should 
have constituted the ground-work for any portion of our remarks. 
In reference to the obscurity which is said to exist in the ex- 
pression—“ the article is evidently drawn up by one who does 
uot understand the priuciples of political economy, and who, 
in consequence thereof, asserts as admitted some positions not 
at all supported by the facts of the case,” we will endeavor to 
remove it. What we meant to say was this—that certain po- 
sitions had been laid down as admitted which were not support- 
ed by the facts of the case, and which would not have been 
laid down as admitted, had the writer understood the priuci- 
ples of political economy. Per example—it was laid down as 
admitted, that a competition is now going ou between the ma- 
oufacturers of Great Britain and the United States, * for the 
possession of the foreign market.” This position is not borne 
out by the facts of the case—for nothing can be called competi- 
tion, where there is not some approximation to equality; aud 
a mere export, although it may be a proof of euterprize, cau 
he no proof of competition. Louisiana sugar might be export- 
ed to Europe, but this would be no proof whatever of competi- 
tion between the Louisiana and the West Iodia planter. Now, 
we say that no man who understands the principles of politi- 
cal economy, and who knows that cotton goods require a pro- 
tecting duty to enable the American manufacturer to stand 
against foreign competition in the home market, would assert 
that a competition for the possession of the foreign market 
was now carried on between the Euglish and American manu- 
facturer. Oui correspondent says—* I have always made my 
system conform to facts, and have not learned to reject facts 
merely because they are too stubborn to conform to my sys- 
tem.” How far his practice has conformed to this theory, the 
reader must judge for himself; bu: it is one thing for facts to 
conform to the theory to which they belong, and another thing 
to make facts bend to a theory to which they do not belong. 
The writer, in stating that one of the facts to which we ob- 
jected, was ** that American cottons are shipping to Asia,” has 
not exactly expressed our view. We did uot say that Ameri- 
cap cottons are not shipping to Asia, but we pronounced as 
groundless, the idea of ** pouring back upon Asia” her or:ginal 
manufactures. And we did this, because we had ascertained, 
from the latest Treasury Reports published, that the whole 
value of all the cotton fabrics shipped to Asia during the four 
years, commencing with 1826 and ending with 1829, was but 
$93,159, a sum adequate, at 10 cents per yard, to purchase 
931,590 yards of cloth, to make which would require but 776 
bales of cotton, estimating 300 pounds to the bale, and 4 yards 
to the pound. It seems, however, that whatever has been the 
case heretofore, there is no doubt that we can now export cot- 
ton fabrics successfully, and as proof of it, our correspoodent 


being erected near Boston, * for the purpose of furnishing these 
xoods in order to meet the increasing export demand, in the 
very teeth of British competition... Whatever may be the cal- 
culations of the parties, as to their prospects of success, and our 
correspondent is, no doubt, sanguine, or he would not embark 
his capital in such establishrents, we confess that we shall 
continue sceptical on this poiot, antil we see the manufacturers 
come forward and say, that they want oo duty beyond a reve- 
nue duty of 15 per cent. upon cotton fabrics, costing less than 
20 cents per square yard. We have known gentlemen quite 
as sanguine a» our correspondent in speculations, who have 
evidence of a successful end, that people have made a begin- 
biog. 


tions in the foreigu market. 


mand of the home market. Jao reference to the duty on raw 
cotton, the Southera planters would consent to its entire repeal, 
in connexion with the duties which bear so oppressively upon 


North, it could not fail of success. 

But what does our correspondent mean. after asserting so 
stoutly that.we can send our cottons abroad into the very teeth 
of the British competition, by saying, that “a duty of one or 
two cents a yard, oa coarse cottons, would be equally effectual 
in excluding them, as the present tariff?” Why require any 
duty atall? If we can go to Turkey, Asia, and Peru, incur 
the same expenses in the shipmeot as the British, and there sell 
upon as low terms as they can, why can we aot sell upoo as 
low terms as they can in our own market, which they caunot 
reach without incurring expenses of shipmeat, from which we 
should be exempt? But one or two cents is a mere trifle, per- 
haps. It certainly is so, in the price of a suit of clothes, but 
in the price of a yard of cloth which costs but 5 cents, it is 20 
to 40 per cent., and upon the quantity of cloth which our cor- 
respondent supposes to be manufactured in the United States, 
it would amount to the very small sum of too millions to four 
millions of dollars. 

Before closing these remarks, candor requires us to admit, 





ent refers, we can assure him that they were in the copy which 


dersell us, because labor and capital employed in the cotton 


states, that there are now several cotton mills in the process of 


been cdisanperoted, and even ruimed, and we consider it as oo 


As to the proposition made by our eorrespondent, that he 
will furnish, af we will publish, a detailed statement of the facts 
in the case relating to the cotton manufacture, we reply, that 
we will most cheerfully accede to it, aad we do not believe that 
there is au individual of the free trade party, who would not be 
gratified to see it proved, that we cay undersell all foreign na- 
If this can be shown, it will, in- 
deed, be presenting a new view of the subjeet; for it will be 
showing that protecting duties are not necessary for the com- 


them ; and if such a joint proposition should come from the 





manufacture were depressed below a fair remuneration, could 
only have had a temporary force, as applicable to the present 
state of things; hut as the article we were criticising had stated 
the fact as actually existing, we had a fair right to employ it as 
an argument to prove, that, as regards present competition, 
which was the point under consideration, it was against the 
doctrine contended for. Our correspondent seems to dislike 
our having ranked him amongst the advocates of the tariff, and 
asks, ‘* Pray, in what part of the article do you discover a lean. 
ing to either side, and which side is it?” We answer, that the 
parts of the article which we selected for comment, must fut 

nish our repiy. Even straws show which way the wind blows. 





POLITICS FOR FARMERS. 


[ Continued from ‘page 64.1} 

It is asserted, by the advocates of taxation, that the fal! 
which has taken place, since the year 1816, in the articles 
which are subject to high duties, is to be altogether ascribed 
to those high duties. If this were true, it ought to be, with 
the agricultural portion of our community, the very reason 
why they should be opposed to the Protective System: for 
nothing has fallen in a greater proportion than some of our 
agricultural productions, the foreign rivals of which are sub 
ject to high duties. But it is not true. Since 1816, every 
thing, almost, has fallen io price, including articles subject to 
high duties, and low duties, and no duties at all, as we now 
proceed to show, preserving the alphabetical order with which 
we commenced. 

Duck.—The following are the quotations of 1816 and 1831, 
respectively, per piece : 


April 2, 1816. January 5, 1831 
Russia, first quality, . $27 00 - $17 25 
second quality, 24 00 - 15 50 
third quality, . 20 00 13 00 
Ravens, - - 13 00 . 8 00 
Holland, - - 30 00 : 24 00 


The duty, in 1816, was 25 per centum ad valorem. Io that 
year it was reduced to $2 per piece upon Russia, $1 25 upon 
Ravens, and $2 50 upon Holland ; and, in 1824, was changed 
to 15 per cent. ; and, in 1828, to 9 cents per square yard. If 
it were not for the duty, those articles would be about 23 per 
piece cheaper. Even American Duck fell under the same du- 
ty, which shows that American manufactures do not require 
the most exorbitant duties to make them thrive. It was quot- 
ed, in 1816, at $15 to $16; it is now at $10 to 815 50. 

Dye-Woods.—Io 1816 Braziletto was at $75 per ton ; sow 
it is at $36. Fustic, the lowest, was at $35; now it is at $21, 
$18, and some even as low as $12. Campeachy Logwood 
was at #45; vow it is at $27. S81. Domingo Logwood was at 
$35 ; now it is at $20 50. Nicaragua Wood was at $125 for 
La Hache; it is now at $50—for all other kinds $115; now 
they are at $30 for Maracaibe, and $25 for Bonaire. Cam 
Wood was at $670 per ton; it is now at $67 50. Now, let 
the reader keep in mind, that these dye-woods have always, 
Sor the benefit of manufactures, been admitted puTY FREE, and, 
if our laws have had avy operation io reducing their prices, it 
has been by applying to them the priaciples of free trade, and 
the only protection which ought to be extended to manufac- 
tures by Jegislative means. 


Drugs and Dye-Stuffs: 1816. 1831. 
Alam, CWt.s ccocesscescces BF BOnccccece cee $3 82 
Aloes, pound, ....,.ce.sseee: © WD. . cccccccccens 0 07% 
Annatto, pound, ............. @ Wicceccccccccee 0 20 
Antimony, crude, lb........... D Mthédenecckdwans ) 07 
Balsam Capivi,.occcccccwces 0 DO, ccccccccccs: 0 16 
Brimstone, rolls, cwt. ........ 3 Wrewcccrccccesce 1 874 

flower, cwt. ....... F Bbshendacccunua 2 75 

crude, cwt......... D Duicntetectecets 1 25 

Camphor, refined, ho cage Ee seeceeneds cue 0 45 
Cantharides, i seccee B wiescsas eeeedes 0 95 
Copperas, CWt....-.0eseeeees 2 RRS eee. 2 OO 
Crsnm of Taster, Bs: < ogc: caca® Miksa cosnccenécs 0 18 
Gum Copal, Ib..... os ecw cces E GB. nc ccc cccese cs 0 30 
Arabie, tb..... nocnggn et Mibees cestuce concll.an 
Ipecacuamha, Ib........++++.. S eiisbeddeess ened 1 2 
PRED, Tk ncdecocedtecccoane SE Pilvodesunn bednus 073 
Jalbag, Bi 22 cc cccs cose ccvces DDO. cee cc ccc snes 0 33 
Juniper Berries, Ib. .......-.. O O24.....00.--0.-0 O14 
Liquorice, Spanish, Ib......... © Wider cccccccees 12 
GOT, UK. ds icc: ccc Bi idate scec tau 0 03 

DE TA. gp once ceca conases Di acéance ccan --0 20 
Manna, flakey, Ib..... scesceeed QO... ccc ccs cces 0 65 
SUE. Dicacinmnneesace D Bhecccccestbees 0 28 
Opium, Ib......... neutcccoce © Weaccseeqnncoas -6 00 
Oil, Castor, gallon,........... a bc cundeauces 1 00 
Vitriol, pound, .......... O Wa sccsccece cede On 
Rhubarb, pound, ............ B DB o csc cods ects 0 35 
Senna, flour, pound, .....+-..0 T5esneescees coeeG 











From the foregoing list, it will be seen that, in most of the 
articles, there has beew a very great fall in price. Only one— 
viz. Madder—has remaived stationary ; and only one—viz. 
Opium—has risen. It would be too tedious to state the duty 
on each article ; but, as alum, copperas, castor oil, and oil of 
vitriol, are articles greatly relied upon as peor that high duties 
make goods cheap, we state, apon the authority of “ The Bri- 
tish and Foreign Price Current,” published at London, on No- 
vember 30th, 1830, that the price of alum, at London, is £13 
sterling per ton, which, estimating the pound sterling at £4 80, 
is $3 12 per ewt.—so that, were it not fer our prohibitory duty 
of 250 cents per cwt., alum would be sold cheaper than it now 
is. Upon the same authority, we assert, that, were it not for 
the prohibitory duty of 200 cents per cwt. on copperas, that 
article would now be sold at $1 60 per cwt., or twenty per ct. 
less than its present price: for it is now selling, in London, at 
£5 5s. per ton, which is, estimating the pound as in the other 
case, $1 26 per ewt. In 1816 both these articles were very 


that the argument employed to show that the British could un- | properly left free of duty, as dye-stuffs, for the benefit of other 
‘manufactures. In that year a duty was laid, of $1 per cvf. 

































































































A ep Agta gba. -~ 


+e 
i2 


Banner of the Constitution. 





— = = 2 > = — - +. -—— = —_— a — 


on each, but, the article becoming cheaper in England, could 
not be shut out by that duty, and, in 1824, it was raised to $2 
50 upon alum, and $2 upon copperas, at which rate, owing to 
the still further decline in England, it accomplished its end, 
that of probibition. Still there was some alum imported, for 
consumption, so late as 1827, and eopperas so late as 1829. 
As to castor oil, it can be purchased, in the West Indies, for 
such a price as that, were it not for the duty, which is almost 
prohibitory, it would be imported and sold for considerably 
less than now. Oil of Vitriol sells, in Englaad, at 14 pence 
sterling per pound, which is less than 3 cents, and, were it not 
for our prohibitory duty, it could be imported and sold at less 
than the present price. 

Feathers—In 1816, were at 60 cents; they are now at 32 for 
American, and (4 for foreign. Here is a fall of 50 to 75 per 
cent. under a moderate duty of 15 per cent. 

Fish.—The following were the prices in the two years— 


1216. 183). 
Dry Cod, cwt. ..2. cee ceee BS OO.cceveeceeee B2 D6 
Bone, Cwt. . cccc cece cccs ced Gieees cooseccescs 1 75 
Pickled Cod, barrel, ooo dh Eeieede babe coset 3 0 
Salmon, bested, « ot «BE Geet odbcdédsvcie 13 00 
Mackerel, - L, bersrel, .cvecdS WD .ceccccacicccess 6 00 
o. 2, barrel, Bn GR eee FT) 

Shad, want as woe eels Gibocs cocesceees R50 
Herrings, barrel, ............6 GO... cccccceccese 3 08 


The duty on fish, iu 1816, was: upon dried fish 100 cents 
per quintal, mackerel 120 cents per barrel, salmon 200 cents 
per barrel, all other pickled 80 cents per barrel. In that year 
the duty on mackerel was raised to 150 cents, that upon sal- 
mon and dried fish left as before, and that upon all other kinds 
raised to 100 cents. These rates have not since been altered. 

Flar.—in 1816 the price was 12 cents per tb.; it is now 8 
cents for Russian, and 7 cents for American. The duty, in 
1816, was 25 per cent., and was in that year reduced to 15. 
If the enormous duty of $35 per ton, which was imposed in 
1828, which is now $45, and, by the silent operation of 
law, will be $60 in eighteen months from this time, has had 
the effect of making flax cheap in Russia, so that the Russiau 
can even afford to send it to us under a duty of 2 cts. a-pound, 
it was a bad duty for our farmers. 

Flar-Seed—In 1816, was at 810 per cask ; it is cow S11 75. 
The duty was 25 per centum, and was in that year reduced to 
15 per centum. 

Flour—Ia 1816, was at $7 to 87 75; it has until lately been 
at $5 25, but is now &6. The duty, in 1816, was 25 per cent. 
aod is now 50 cents per cwt. 

Grain.—In 1816 Wheat was at $1 37, Rye at $1, Indian 
Corn at 94 cts., Barley at $1 12, and Oats at 58 cts. ; Wheat 
is now at $1 25, Rye at 70 cents, Indian Coro at 57 cents, 
Barley at 75 cents, and Oats at 27 cents. The duty, in 1816, 
vpon all, was 25 per cent. ; it is now, upon wheat 25 cents per 
bushel, oats 10 cents, and upon the others 15 per cent. 

Furs.—Beaver, in 1816, was at $4 per Ib. ; it is now at 84 
75—Raccoon was at 50 cents per skin; it is now at 12—Musk- 
rat was at 25; it is now at 16—Martin was at $1; it is now 
at 60 cents—Mink was at 40 cents; now it is at 30—Orter was 
at $4 50; now it is at 82—Red Fox was at $1; now it is at 
60 cents. These articles have al! been free of duty—and yet 
they have fallen as much as many of the articles protected by 
high daties. Had the Raccoon System been applied to them, 
there is no telling what would have heen their prices now. 

Glass, ( American.)—The prices at the two periods were as 
follows : 


1816. 1831. 
7 by 9, per box of 50 feet,... $11 5O........-. BY 75 
8 byl0, per box of 50 feet,..... 12 OO... cece ccee: 3 00 


10 byl2, per box of 50 feet,.....14 00.2... 2002-26-35 50 
The duty, in 1816, upon the two first named sizes, was 160 
cents per box, and upon the last named 175 cents. It was re- 
duced, in that year, to 125 and 1374 cents, respectively. In 
1824 it was raised, upon the former to $1 50, and upon the 
latter to $1 75, where it now stands. 
Foreign Glass was not quoted in 1816, but its present price 
is as follows: 
7 by 9,.per mpeg Ae . we }—Duty off,.... $3 50 


8 byl, per box,. -5 0U—Daty off,......: 3 50 
10 by12, per box,........- »-5 25—Dnuty off,...... 3 50 


But this glass is, upon an average, worth 82 per box more 
than the American, as is proved by the quotations, and conse- 
quently would be, quality as well as quantity considered, much 
cheaper than the American, were it not for the duty. 

Gun-Powder.—In 1816 American was at 40 cents per Ib. for 
the cheapest ; the cheapest is now 13 cents—English, of the 
cheapest quality, was, in 1816, at 52 cents; it is now at 14— 
but it pays a duty of 8 cents per lb.—and, consequently, if it 
were not for this duty, it would be sold at 6 cents per pound, 
which is half the price of the American. Does our Tariff com- 
pe! the English to sell gun-powder to all the world at less than 
a fourth of the price of 1816? 

Hemp.—In 1816 Russian was at $225 per ton, and American 
at $190; the former is now at $220, and the latter at $100. 
The duty, in 1816, was $40 per toa, but in that year was re- 
duced to $30. In 1824 it was raised to $37 50, in 1828 to $45, 
and is vow 855—and yet, with this burden upon it, it is im- 
ported and sold at more than double the price of the Ameri- 
ean. If this high duty makes goods fall abroad, as well as at 
home, why has it not occasioned a greater fall of hemp in Rus- 
sia than the one that has taken place ? 

Hides.—tn 1816 the price of Buenos Ayres was 16 cents per 
ib., Nod the price of West India 13; the price of the former is 
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now 165, and that of the latter. 12. ‘Hides have always been 
duty free, and we caution the farmers and graziers of Phila- 
delphia county, who petitioned Congress last year for a pro- 


duties, according to the doctrines of the ‘Tariff party, make 
things fall io price 

Hogs-Lard—In 1216, was 17 cents per |b.; it isnow 8 1-2, 
which is just half price. Has the duty of 3-ceats per pound, 
imposed in 1824, reduced the price of this? If so, the farmers 
are not beuefitted by it. 


Honey, (Havanna.)—The price, in 1816, was 95 cents per 
gallon; it ts now 55. Has the duty of 15 per cent. reduced 
its price? If so, moderate duties produce the same effects as 
high ones. 


Hops, (first sort.)—In 1816 the price was 28 cents per Ib.; it 
isnow 15. Hops pay 15 per cent. only. 

Horns.—In 1816 the lowest price quoted was 810 per 100; 
they are now quoted as low as $5. They also have fallen un- 
der a duty of 15 per cent. 

Iron.—The prices in the two years referred to are quoted as 
follows : 


1816. 1831. 
Pig, CAM, cccccccee ces eee BAU OO.... cece eee B39) OO 
Country refined, ton eovece 105 OO... 2. cece ceeess 80 OU 
Russia, bars, 5du PE Geoence cbée ctee 95 00 
Swedes, bars, “edevecss BS Gictecvecce cect 87 50 
English, bars, 4 onneee BP Ghecucéc ewessene 72 5v 


a a . 
ee lee 5 Nee ea 140 00 


The duty on pig iron is $12 50, on Russia and Swedes bar 
$22 40, on English bar $37, on sheet and hoop iron $78 40, 
per ton. 

That the American consumer may be able to calculate how 
much he pays for the benefit of a few rich owners of iron- 
mines, we subjoin the following list of prices at London on 


|} November 30, 1830: 


Bars, tom,.........+0 £6 15—Fqual to...... S32 40 
Bolts and Roda, ton,..... 8 0WU—T qual to........ 3s 40 
Plates, (sheet,) ton,.....12 00—! ‘qual 00.200 cece 57 60 
Hoops, ton,......+++++.10 W—Fanal to........ 48 00 
ee eee o> O0—Equal to........ 24 00 


In this calculation we have taken the pound sterling at $4 80. 
The freight and charges of importation would not exceed 810 
per ton, and, by adding that sum, therefore, the reader can see 
at what prices the different sorts could be imported at, and 
whether high duties make goods cheap. 

Leather.—In 1816 sole leather was at 22 cents per lb., upper 
leather, dressed, $2 50 per side, undressed $1 25; the present 
prices are, sole 20 cents, upper, dressed, $1 75, undressed &1 
50. The duty on leather, in 1794, was 15 per cent.—io 1812 
it was raised, under the war act, to 30 per centum, where it 
has remained ever since. 


Lead.—The following are the prices of the two periods— 


1816. 1831. 
Pig, CWt..ccecsccccccccccs SO OO... eee cee B4 W 
Dar, GWtse ob0-0 ceed dice bd cdse ee Given testeddces 4 76 
GE.. Cand 0065 066000 000k Sei cwesnsacesecal. ae 
DM cugueee 66sec seaese ED Weisbcoodecbe tbc 6 50 
Pn ee 15 00.. ccccccced 
Ground in Oil, ewt....... oooh GBscce cdcvcecoecl OC 


This is a great fail—but let us see whether we get Lead as 
cheap as we should do if the duties were not in the way. The 


prices at London, ov the 20th of November, 1830, were as fol- 
lows: 


PIR, CWh.cccceccecs Ids. Gd.—Faqual to........ $3 49 
BOF, CWE. cnc cdececs 14s. Gd.—t qual to..........3 49 
Sheet, cwt.... -» Los. Od.—I] qual tlo.....2-2003 71 
Red, cwt..... 0002+. lis. 6d.—i qual to....-.22..3 94 
White, cwt.......-.-£1 3e.—fqual to.......22.5 5] 


Thus it will be seen, that, notwiihstanding the extensive 
working of our lead-mines, which, by being over-done, has 
brought down the price of lead below the cost of prodection, 
it would still be cheaper than it now is, if it were not for the 
prohibitory duty. ‘That it is a fact that the lead-mining busi- 
vess has heen over-done, will appear from the following arti- 
cle, which is now going the rounds in the newspapers : 


“ Lead-Mines.—According to the reports made to the Ordinance Of- 
fice, the quantity of Lead made at the United States’ Lead-Mines, at 
Fever River, and Missouri, amounted, in the year 


WD, cccced ase tece Tteass . Ibs. 1,951,120 
ee EP SR RRR: 2.333.204 
BE a 0c oSeRSUSS sce Woe cc diveseocds «6,092,560 
ISDS es saesesens eens Werseee sone enee 2 311,730 

oncecdsnanbebeoce Eb icicccc vechcceue 
> Saber: Aaah PIETITeTTiTe tie ALi 


In the last item, the return for the last quarter only from Missouri is 
included, the other three not having been received. The whole amount 
returned from Missouri. in the four quarters of 1229, was 1,192,160 
Ibs. The falling off at Fever River, in the last year, exceeds 5 000 000 
lbs., owing, no doubt, to the great reduction in price.” 


Lumber.—The following are the prices of the two periods— 


1816. 1831. 
North River Pine Boards, 1000 feet,.. $23 00....8 15 00 
Scantling, pine, 1000 feet,...........- S Becevcic 15 00 
oak, 1000 feet,......... ‘Stas 00......20 00 
Albany Pine Boards, each............ 00 25......00 14 
Oak Timber, cubic foot,..........++. 00 A4...+.. 00 20 
Shingles, cypress, 1000,.............-. 6 O00....... 3.25 
pine, bundle,.........06. wee 00022003 § 
Staves, pipe, 1000,.........eeeeeceeeed 90 00......50 00 
hogshead, 1000,............ D0 00......36 00 
-— kk aa eee 00......30 OO 


hogshead, red oak, 1000,....0-. 
Hogshead headings, white oak,. tomsnalll 0)......45 00 
Paves, LO8D,... onsecccecscccccecves ..30 00......30 00 


The duty on lumber, in 1816, was 25 per cent., and was ip 
that year reduced to 15, where it has remained ever since. 


Mahogany.—'n 1816 Bay was at 13 cents per square foot ; 
it is now at 5—St. Domingo was at 25 cents : now itis af 6. 





This article, for the protection of cabinet-makers, has always 
been duty free. 


tecting duty on hides, not to renew their application—for high |’ 


——_— ——- = — 2 +o ee == = on ——-< ——> — eae a — — a — Sa 


Molasses. —TVhe quo. ‘ns in 1816 were as 8 follows : 


Surinam,..eee+es er gal allon.....-G0 to 62 cents. 
Mdccsecees ’~ 605+ cose0en - 58 to 60 cents. 
SUUUERE nie vkisccé § ShoecdHe - +) to 53 centy. 


.- 60 to 68 cents. 
.«+- O§8 to 62 cents. 


St. Vincemls,.....-... 
Be I. 2 og on ke206eenee 


In 1831 thev are : 


Martinique and ee seeeee Zo to 27 Cente. 
Mnglish ends. . »27 to 30 cents. 
Havanna and M: une axes. ‘hasnes Gear 23 to 26 cents. 


New Orleans,....... +000 eee+e00+++not quoted. 
The duty, iu 1816, was 10 cents per gallon, but in that year 
was reduced to 5 cents, at which it continued until 1228, when 
it was raised to 10 cents—on the 30th September, 1830, it was 
again reduced to 5 cents. 

Mustard.—lo 1816 the price of English was 75 cents per 
lb., and $2 per dozen in bottles; it is now 28 cents per tb., 
and $1 25 per dozen—American was, in 1816, 76 cents per th. 
and $2 in bottles: it is now 25 cents per lb., and 75 cents per 
dozen. The duty, in 1816, was 30 per centum, and has never 
since been altered. 

Nails.—lo 1816 the prices quoted were, for cut nails, all si- 
zes, IL to 13 cents per tb. ; wrought ditto, all sizes, 12 to 16 


cents. ‘ They are now quoted— 
Cut, 4d. to 40d....... per pound...... Of cents. 
ee ac doccroeseccocces eevcce «+78 cents. 
2 pecceseceseose Seceveds 8to9 cents. 
WOOO, dc cwcecoccdedcduescesccte 10 to 16 cents. 


This article of Nails, being one of universal use, it is of im- 
mense consequence to the strength aud security of houses, ships, 
hoats, stores, barns, wagons, fences, mills, factories, and other 
structores of wood, that they should be as cheap as possibie. 
Let us see whether this is the case or not. 

It is not enough, in our estimation, that nails at the present 
day are cheaper than they were in 1816. We wish to know 
whether they are as eheap as they would be if it were not for 
the prohibitory duty now existing—a duty imposed, not for the 
protection of the great body of blacksmiths and nail-makers, 
but for the protection of the rich owners of iron-mines. By 
the above quotations it scems that 4d. cut nails, and all larger 
ones to 40d. are as low as 54 cents per lb. These nails are 
made out of bar iron, rolled to the thickness of the peils, ond 
to a width equal to the length of the nail. The price cf this iron 
may be estimated at $100 per ton, and, as 54 cents per Ib. for nails 
is only $123 20 a ton, it would seem that $23 20, which is a 
fraction more than 1 cent per lb., pays for roliing the iron, cut- 
ting the nails, and all expenses of transportation. These nails 
are usually made of Russia or Swedish iron, the duty upon 
which is 1 cent. per lb.—and, consequently, if it were not for 
the daty, these nails could be made for 44 cents per tb. But, 

suppose cut nails were made of English iron, admitted duty 
free, what would thea he the price? ‘The cost of bar iron in 





England, as we have seen above, is only ° - $32 40 
Add to this, for freight, and all charges of importa- 

lion, == - - - - - - - - 10 00 
Add to this the expense of rolling and cutting it into 

nails, the same as in the above estimate, - : 23 20 
And the whole cost of a ton would be, - - $65 60 


Which is less than three cents per pound. 

But will English iron answer for cut nails? We think any 
eve will allow that it does answer in England, when we assure 
him. from authentic statements, that the whole quantity ef 
foreign iron imported into Great Britain during the ten years 
commencing with 1814, and ending with 1823, did not exceed, 
upon an average, 14,000 tons per annum—which, when we re- 
fleet upon the immense consumption of iron in that country, 
for buildings, machinery, ships, boats, and all other purpeses, 
could bave supplied but a very sinall part of the total demend. 

Let us now see how the case stands with Wrought Nails. They 
are quoted from 10 to 16 cents.per lb. The duty vpen them 
is 5 cents per lb., to which it was raised in 1821, and they con- 
tinue to be imported—cousequently, were it not for the duty, 
they would be 5 cents per lb. cheaper than they are. As evi- 
dence that they continue to be imported, we subjoin the fol- 
lowing statement, from the Official Report of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, recently submitted to Congress : 


Im FErports. 
Seeds cesencescsk se Bi. Bdcas veceke mms vee 
Piihncestbicotseveehs 20,996... Nhiws c8be0e ebae 36,105 
Bad dvd udebs co stet FZ,457. 2 eee cecccccce ssa es 
Pthénads Coendedoedde 653,655....... coves cees 40,048 
1829,.. eeereeee eeeeeere MIE vccccs cece cated ae 


Naval Stores.—The following are the prices at the two pe 
riods : 


1816. 1831. 
Tar, per barrel,....ese+cees B3 Oeeeeseecceee Bl B74 
Piteh, per barrel,..........00. : DO eee ceecceeessd BO 
osin, per barrel, ower cccccces a 124 


Turpentine, per barrel,.......3 12g..0..00. see. 2 5O 
Spirits of ditto, per gallon,... cee O Drccecceees se0e0 28 
The duty on all these articles, in 1816, was 25 per cent., hut 
was in that year reduced to 15 per cent., at which it has ever 
since remained. 
[ To be continued in our next. } 


EDITED BY CONDY RAGUET. 

TERMS.—This paper is published every Wednesday, at the City 
of New York, and will, as heretofore, advocate the principles of 
Free Trade and a limited construction of the Constitution. 

The price is Five Dottars per annum, payable anoually in ad- 
vance. [7 Subscriptions, for less than a year, at the rate of Six 
DouLars per annum. 

15 Communications to be addressed to the Fditor, and all postages 
to be paid, except apon letters enclosing the amount of one year’s sub- 


ser) ption. 
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